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It is a lesson which we may tnke to heart, perhaps, and by 
learnin..,. from experience go back to the good old methods of 
finance., and use both the metals, which the Almighty in His 
wisdom gaYe to the world for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at 
length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 
An act ( S. 61D2) to amend section 27 of an act approved December 23, 

. 1913, and known as the Federal reserve act. 
Be it en-acted, etc., 'That section 27 of the act approved December 23, 

1913 known as the li'ederal reserve act, is hereby amended and re-
enacted to rl'ad as follows : . . . 

" EC. 27. The provisions of the act of May 30, 1!)08, a tlthonzmg 
national currency associations, the IRsue of additional national-bank 
circulation, and crc<l.t!ng a National Monetary Commission, which ex
pires by limitation under the terms of such act on the 30th day of 
June 1914 are bet·eby extended to June 30, 1915, and sections 5153, 
5172' 5191' and 5214 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which wer; amended by the act of May i!O, 1908, are here~y reenacted 
to read as such sections r£>ad prior to May 30, 1908, subJect to :>uch 
amendments or modifications as are prescribed in this act: Pronded, 
ho1cever That section 9 o1 the act fit·st referred to in this section is 
hereby amended so as to change the tax rates fixed in said act by 
makin.,. the portion applicable thereto read as follows: 

"• National bauking a sociations having circulating notes secured 
otherwise than by bonds of the United Stutes, shall pay for the first 
thrGe months a tax at the rate of 3 per cent per annum upon the 
a verage amount of such of their not£>s in circulation _as are based upon 
the deposit of such seeuritles, and afterwards an additional tax rate of 
one-half of 1 per ceat per annum for each month until a tax of 6 per 
cent per annum is reached, and thereafter such tax !lf 6 per cent per 
annum upon the average amount of such notes: Prondecl further, That 
whenever in his judgment he may deem it desirable, the Secretary of 
the Treasm·y shail have power to suspend the limitations i~posed .bY 
section 1 and section X of the act refl'l·red to in th1s sectwn, wh1ch 
prescribP. that · such additional · circulation secured C?therwise than by 
bonds of the United States shall be issued only to national banks having 
circulating notes outstanding secured by the deposit of bonds of the 
United States to an amount not less than 40 per cent of the capital 
stock of such banks, and may permit national banks, during t.he period 
for which such provisions are suspended, to issue addttiona.l Circulation 
under the terms and conditions of the act referred to.' " 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

.Mr. !\'ELSON. 1\fr. President, now that we have passed this 
bill I desire to state that we haYe passed it, not because there 
is any immediate danger, but as a precautionary measure. 

The difference between us and Europe in this emergency is 
this: Europe is engaged in mobolizing its armies and navies, 
while we are simply engaged in mobolizing our bank reserves. 

PROPOSED ROUTINE DUSINESS. 

Mr. CATRON. Out of order I ask leaYe to report a bill from 
the Committee on Military Affairs and have it placed on the 
calendar. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico asks unanimous consent at this time to make the follow-
ing report-- · 

Mr. SMOOT. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah ob

jects. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a 

bill for proper reference. 
Mr. S:\100T. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah ob

jects. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GRONNA presented. petitions of sundry citizens of 
Linton, Temvik, and of the Evangelical Brotherhood of Fargo, 
all in the State of North Dakota, praying for national prohibi
tion. which were t•eferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (for 1\lr. OLIVER) presented petitions of 
sundry citizens of Pennsylyania, praying for national pro
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

He also (for Mr. OLIVER) presented a petition of the Uphol
sterers' Local Union No. 124, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Clayton antitrust bil1, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of -Local Union No. 259. Inter
national Union of t;Ae United Brewery Workmen of America, 
of Easton, Pa., remonstrating against national . prohi~ition, 
which was referred to· the Committee· on the Judiciary. .. · 

Mr. CHAl\fBEll.LAI~ present~d q petition of the. City C~mncil 
of Astoria, Oreg., praying for the enactment of. legislatiop to ; 
provide pensions for ci'f"il-service employees, whlc)l _:was referred 
to the Committee on Civil Se1·vice ~and Retrenchment. 

LI-823 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
con::;ent, the second t ime, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILLIA.!\IS: 
A bill ( S. 6190) for the relief of Mary Maynor; to the Com· 

mittee on Claims. 
By l\1r. JOXES : 
A bill ( S. 61!)1) granting an increase of pension to William 

Lockwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

1\Ir. KERN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera~ 
tion of executiYe business. 

Tbe motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executiYe business. After 20 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. and (at 6 o'clock 
p. m., Friday, July 31, 1914) the Senate took a recess until 
to-morrow, Saturday, August 1, 1914., at 11 o'clock a. m. 

CONFIRI\IATIONS. 

E .rect£tive no1ninations confirmed by the Senate July 81 (legis
lative day of July 21), 1911;. 

CoNsUL. 
Cornelius Ferris, jr., to be consul at Blue.fields, Nicaragua. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 

George G. Beams, to be receiver of public moneys at Lincoln, 
Nebr. 

PosTMASTERs. 
ILLINOIS. 

Robert Selby, Lovington. 
IOWA, 

J. Brady Piatt, Tipton. 
Sterling P. 1\loore, Villisca. 
Isaac N. West, Mount Vernon. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Peter V. Abel, Hastings. 
John J. Kinney, South Fork. 
Abraham H. Nyce, Vernfield. 

HOUSE OF REP~ESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 31, 1914. 

The Rouse met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry · N. Couden, D. D., offered the 

following prayer: 
We seek the uplift of Thy spirit, Almighty God. our heavenly 

Father, that with clear vision. pure moth·es. and earnest en
deavor we may do the work of the hour, with an eye single to 
Thy glory, in the betterment of conditions; that peace and 
prosperity may unite our people in the maki~g of good goy
ernment, to the end that righteousness mny live and grow m 
the hea·rts of -all. And Thine be the praise, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. · 

MAY STANLEY. 
Mr. SCOTT. l\Ir. Speaker. on the 15th of the present month 

the bill ( S. 1~·44) for · the relief of May StaJ?ley, with House 
amendments. was returned from the Senate and a conference 
asked. I desire to move that the request . of the Senate for a 
conference be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the .House the bill 
(S. 1644) for the relief of 1\lay Stanley, which the Clerk will 
report. . 

'Ihe Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
S. 1644. An act for the relief of May Stanley, and for other pur-

poses. · 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [l\Ir. ScoTT] 

asl.:s unanimous consent that the House agree to the confei·ence 
asked bv the Senate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. and the Speaker announced as con
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Pou, Mr. STEPHENS of Mis· 
sissippi, and M·r. ScoTT. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. POU rose. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itselt 

into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private G~lendar. -
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The SPEAKER. The ·gentleman from North Carolina [1\Ir. Houston Logue .Pa.;yne • 
Pou] mm· s thu t the House resol-..e itself into Committee of Hox~ol'fb I.ollerg'nn l'<>te1·s. Me. 

-B:uA're-s. Ga. 'AfcAnrtrt>ws Pett>I"};on 
the 'Whole for the con ·idern tion of 'bills <On fue :Pr.h-.ate Ctilen- · Jlrrt!l-ps ·~v. 'V~'l. McClellan J" ' elan 
d a r. The question i • on agreeing to funt motion. llumphrcy, Wa h. McCoy . ·Platt 

rrn.. · t k. the S k ed thn·<- th Igoo IcGiillmrddy Porter ..L.ue questJOn was ll en .; and peu yer Ullllounc ..4. e [ lfo hnsnn, .s. 'C. McHoire, .Okla.. l'owei·s 
n:res seemed to hH>e it. .Jones Mnhan Ragsdale 

1\Ir. ~1ANX .Mr. Speaker, I make the point th.ul thet~ is Kahn ~1.aber Rauch 
no .quorum pre ent. Kt>atrng .1\fanahan Raybtrrn 

'KelRter · fartin Riordan 
The SPEAKER. The gentiemnn :from lllinois l)Ir. 111ANN] · ·Kelley, Mich. l'f{JI·rltt ){obe1,ts, Mass. 

makes the flOint of order that there is no quorum present. "l~e .Key, Ohio l\fptz .RogPrs 
Chair will count. [.After .COUllting.J 'inety-seven gentlemen :KiPs • Pn. ~frrore .:Rothermel 

Kinl~d. N. ~. llol'{"an, La. 'Rouse 
a.re present-not -a quorum. Kitchin JI.!,Tin .Sahatb . 

1\!r. G.dll'llE'l'T ·of Tennessee. Mr. 'Speaker, 1s .the :Ro.use dl- :r~owlmd,.J..lL. 1\'JHtt ·saunders 
:..=~ :K c:1'bly 'Utrri'Joc'k Scuily 

TJUi"Qg! t\:l'f'ide:r Mtm·::ry. ·aln , s. ·Sells 
'Tlle ·srEA.KER. Yes. 'Tlle Daorkeep~ ·will -close 'the aoors. l.afl'eJ·ty ~Tm"T'ny. ·Okla. -Sberte~ 

£:he .._ erg~m't at Arrus will noti;fy .the absentees, nnd .the Clerk .Langham NPPlPy, 'KnnlJ. .She1·wood 
.;;n ll .,. .....-&, · • fa f ,.,. ,.,. t"" 'rT Langley .NE'Ison 'ffilreve 
ill ca Tlre l'0-1-l. -~.uosc m ,·or.<} tue motion ·t.LLat .ue .nouse :Lnza1:0 O'RriP.D - Sisson 

l'esol-.e 1tself -into Corumittee ·of the W .hole fnr the consideration :r..:.Eugle 'O!!'Iel'iby :Slayden 
of bills on the Prh·ate Calendar will, when their names are r.:em·oot :O'f-eacy ·~Iemp 

.r.ever !()'R'~- nnn~ssy Small cu1led, answer "yea "; tlwse oppoeed will answer "nay.'' Levy f>nd~ett SmJth, :r. M. ·c. 
The question was tn"ken.; ttnd tber.e '"•ere-yeas 200, nays 8, .Lewis. P.a. l'ai:re. Mass. .Smi-th, 'N.Y. 

answered "-present" 0, not v.oting 216, as follows: 'LindQUist 7f>~tlmer Smith, Tex. 
:YEA.S-,200• l.oheck :Pn:rkf'r .Stafford 

Abercrombie 
Alexander 
Allen 
Ant~l>erry 
Bailey 

Humphreys, Miss. Prouty 
n a.coway Quin 
.Johnson, I(y. .Jiaincy 
cl oh'nson, Vtah ·Ha"ker 
,Johnson, Wash. Heed 

'Loft Patten. N. :Y. 'Stnnley 

'So ttre ttw{ion of Mr. Pou wns a.gr.ee-1'1 to. 
Tbe Clerk annmmcea the f.ollowi.ug ,pairs~ 
l'ol' tile ses~ion: 

Steenerson 
Stt~phens, .!iss. 
'Stf'phens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 
StPVens, Minn. 
~teven~. N. H, 
Strincer 
Sumners 
Sl"it7.eJ' 
Tagg-u1·t 
_T11yl01', N. Y. 
'T'Pmple 
T~'>acller 
"Thomas 
Thomp~on, OlilB. 
Town~Plld 
TTn'rit>l'l"IIJ 

'T'T'rlPI'WOOd 
\'OI'f' 

·'Yr~n•!"nn 
"Vo'hn~>.r 
"'nll.-er 
WnlTin 
Wnl'tf'I'S 
Well\<P.I' 
'\t' '~- HnC're 
wrmnms 
"·litis · 
Wllsnn. 'S. :Y. 
~-iD-!i~IOW 
Young, T.ex. 

Baker 
Ba.ttz . 
Barnhart 
Bal'lon 
Bathrick 
Beakes 

Dtxon 
Donohoe 
.Dono\1.'\D 
:OooH1t'le 
Doremus 
Dough ton. 
..Elder 
Esc.h 

'KeTiy, l'a. Reilly, Conn. 
Kennedy, C@nn. lteiUy, Wis . 
K~nnedy, Iowa Roberts, Nev. 

Air. -ADAMsoN Wltb Mr. ST'~i'ITNs of Minnesota. 
.l\11.•. 'SCULLY With Ur. BROWNrliG. 

Bell. Cal. 
Blackmon 
Bo.oher 
Borchers 
Britten 
Brockson 
Brodbeck 
B1·oussard 
B1·own, W. Vn.. 
Brumbaugh 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Burgess 
Burke, S. 0~ 
Burke, Wis. 
Burnett 
Campbell 
Candler, Miss. 
Cantor 
Cn1·nway 
Carter 
.Clark., Fla.. 
Cline 
Coady 
·Co!ll.er 
('onneUif, ·:Knns. 

-'Cooper 
0~ 

C'r m'tOll 
Cullop 

f>;n:r~rtb 
Da'"ls 
necker 
.nent 
TJickln[:(()il 
Difenderfer 
Dillon 

Andet·son 
l•al't· 

Bt1tl~r 
llancy 

•Claypool 

.Adair 

.Adamson 
Afken 
Ainey 
.i\nth<fliy 
Ashtrrook 
,.A!:twen 
,Austin 
A VI.\! 
Barchfeld 
Barkk>~ 
Bar.th.oldt 
Bartlett 
RPall . Tex. 
BPII,G:l. 
B01·Jand 
Bowdle 
Brown, N'.'¥. 
ifii<(IWIJ(l. WiS. 
-~rown.tng 
'Bt·ucktler 
Rnlldev 
Burke;Pa. 

I· 

~vans 
Falconer · 
Fe1·gusson 
J:.'et'l'is 
Fess 
Fields 
I•'itzHenry 
Flood, Va. 
F'loyd, ..!.rk. 
Foste1· 
Fowler 
F'1·ench . 
Galhtgber 
Gallivan 
Gat·nri' 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Uan·ett, Tex. 
Geny 
Gilmore 
Good 
GoodWin, A'l'k. 
Gra;V 
Greene, 'V-t. 
Gn•gg 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
H a rdy 
Harris 
n~rl'i on 
HaOI!l'D 
Rawley 
f1ay 
'PflP "'flf'tl 
lll:\lga en 
H<' lm 
li(;'l\eting 
'HI'nf:!ley 
Htll 
Hofland 

'Howard . 
llowell 
Hulings 

.Kennudy, H. 1. llubey 
'Kent Rucker 
~ettner Rupley 
Kinilel Russell 
Kinkaid. Ntfhl'. eott 
Kirk(Jatrick Seldomridg~ 
'Konup .Sh&ckldord 
La l<'ollerte ':Sim~ 
Det>. IGa. .Sinnott 
hee Pa. Sloan 
Lesber Smith, Idhno 
J~ew.i:;,Md. Smith, Md. 
L leb Smith,..Minn. 
Lindbergh Sparkman 
Linthicum ·Stedman 
Lloyd. .Stephens, ·cal. 
McKellar 'Stone 

...McKenzie Stout 
Jl.!cLaughlln _Sutherland 
lllacD.onn.Jd TafbOn, Md. 
·Ma~utre, Nebr. Ta'lcott. N. Y. 
Mapes Tavenner 
l.1i.lel· Taylo1·, Ark. 
:Mitchell Tnylor, Colo. 
l\Io.ndell !l'en -Eyck -
:Moun a't>omson, Ill. 
Morl'ison "'Tov.-ber 
lloss, Ind. 1.1'ril>'ble 
~loss, ·w. ~·a. Tuttle 
.Mulkey ."oiJO:tead 
.Neely, W.Va. Walsh 
Nolan. J. 1. Wntkins 
Nortun Wntson 
O'ORir Wf'hb 
.Oldfield Wb:iley 
!Page, N. 'C. 'White _ 
. Pnr.k Wilson, !Fla. 
Patton, Pn. Wi.rnro 
Peters. Mass. Woodrull' 
Plumley Wooc.ie. _ 
Post Youn~. N. Tiak. 
J•ou 'rlle Speaker 

NAYS-8. 
'Ha~!; Montague 
ll.laddefl Mot·g-an. Okla. 

. Smifh, 'Sa:tnl. W. 
.\'ither.spodn 

A• 'SWER'ED " PRESE'N'r 't.-.!9, 
<Glass Hull 
Guernsey .Man·n 

NOT "VOT.ING---=216. 
'Byrbes, S. C. I •ooling 
Byms, Tenn. Dt·iscoll 
tCn lder Dhtkker 
Callaway Dunn 
'Canrrill 'l>upr'i! 
CllJ·ew Bagan 
'CO'I·lin Eagl~ 
Cat·r ·Edmond's 
'Cat'y lo:d·wat·ds 
Casey ;p;, 'tO'pinal 

handte1:, N.Y. Fali'chiJd 
'Chnrch .Fai-son 
C<tnnolty, Iow·n '}'inley 
Conry Fitzge1·ald 
Cop ley 'Fbt·dne-y 
Covington Franc! 

risp l<'reat· 
, 1'01;Ser Gard 
Vale ' Ga rlln('!r 
-Davenport .George 
DPitt·ick Gill 
Df'rshem Gil lett · 
Dies Gittins 

'Taylor, Ala. 
!l'l'eadwa:y 

t~otlWin, N. ~ • 
Goeke 
•Goldfogle 
·GOI·don 
1Gorma'n 
Goulden 
Graham, .IJI. 
-Grahttm, l'a. 
Gt·een, -Iowa 
G I't>eoe, Mas-s. 

' Gl'i~st 
G1·iitin 
·ou(J.ger 
"HamHJ 
Hamilton,_'ll!ich. 

-Hnmirton, N.JY. 
-nardwklk 
Hnl't 

:Hf'fHn · 
.Benry 
lllnos 
Hinr>baugh 
Hobson 

Air.. GLASS with Mr. SLEMP~ 
M-r. .'M-ETz with .Ir. W .ALLTN. 
:Mr. BAitTr.ttT w~tb ~1r. Bl:JTU!R. 
~lr. i['NDER'<,~ooo with Mr . .li.A:NN. 
'Until further motH~e: 
1\Ir. rCoNR¥ with llr . .Avm. 
Mr. DALE With ~1r. MABTIN. 

.!Ir. T~YLOR -of ~Unbnma witb Mr.lJ'uGRirB:()fW.est "'irglnln. 
Mr. SHERLEY with .Mr. GrLLETT. 
.Mr. HA!.RDWICK with i\l.r . . J. R KNo~Nt>. 
Mr. YoUNG of T-exas Witll .Mr. AINE?. 
Mr. STF.PHENs of Nebraska with Mr. LEw1s o! Pennsylav-mA. 
:Mr~ FIELDS With .Mr. T.-A ~GT.EY. 
.Mr. :STEP.H'ENs ·of Texas with Ur. ·BABTHoLDr. 
Mr. EsTOPflUL with Mr. Ji'REAR. 
?Ill· . .8-EI .. L of G·eorgia w itb ~Ir. CALDER. 
:Mr. Wt<.:AVER with .l\lr. iWALT-ERS. 
·Ml'. -EDW-ARDS ''ith ~1r. GRIEST. 
Mr. ~lo&GAN of Louisiana with Mr1 LINDQUIST. 
Mr. PADGETT wifh )lr. 1\IORIN. 
Mr. FAJsor. -wit'h MT. 0REltNE of lfia:ssaC!'husetts. 
'nr. HENitY witb Mr. 'fi'rNDS. 
Mr. SLAYDEN with 1\lr. BF&KE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. McGILLlcuony w .itb .!Jr. Hl!ERNSEY. 
Mr. CLANCY wifb :\Jr. H:unLTON of Sew Y·ol'k. 
1\lr. HOUSTON with .Mr. LANGHAM, 
1\Jr. CANTRILL with .l\lr. CoPLKY. 
1\{T. DAVENPORT With )fT. J. M. C. 'SMITH • 
Mr. ASHDROOK with ~lr. A USTrN. 
'Mr. ·BYRNS "Of 'T-ennessee with Mr. 'BAROI'I'F'lrLl>. 
Mr. KITCHIN with ;\Jr. ROBERTS of !\la.ssaChnSett'S. 
Mr. GORMAN with L\lr. -MCLAUGHLIN. 
ltl'r. LAZARO With .Jr. PARKE.B. 
Mr. AAWELL with ~Jr. CARY. 
Mr. CALLAWAY with i\Ir. Wn.us. 
l\'11'. TH'OltA"S with )lr. F)\IRCHILD. 
1\lr. HUGH'P.s <>f ·Oe.orgia with ,Mr. :MEmU-'1'1'. 
~11'. ao"E -~itb Ur. -GREEN 10f 'Iowa. 
Mr. :Sli'.ERWOOl> witb ~Ir. 1\Io-rT. 
l\Ir. 1JoHNSON ef South CU'rolina with Mr. GRAIIAU 'Of Penn

'Sy'lvania. 
-.:11'. DOR~t!K' wfth '~lr. POWF.'RS. 
Mr. SABATH witll ~Ir. Swl'rzEB. 
?iJr. L"N'DEriS.nJL ·tvith )Jr. ;8TEENli:RSO'N. 
'Mr. ADt\:lR With ~fr. IRROW'NE ·Of 'Wtscons1n. 
Mr. BYRNES of South ·Carolina With '!\!r. 'SHBmT.. 
1\lr. FRANC1S with ~Jr. CHANDLER of ".New York. 
Mr. ·Golm::E ·wift.b :\Jr. EDMO'Ntls. 
'Mr. 'LEVER With 'l\11'. KELLEY ·Of .Mlebfgan. 
~fr. 'McANDlfF.'WS Wifb :\Jr. KREIDER. 
Mr. RAUCH ·wt-tb :\1r. ~ATGF. ·uf Massachusetts. 
·Mr. 'P~.r;MJm wit]J ~Ir . . i\1oonE. 
1\Ir. RoUSE with Mr. PORTER. 
~1:r. ·s~HTH -of Te_·ns with i\lr. 'TEMPI:E.. 
1\Ir. AD-A'7JR ·w'tfb :\Ir. 'DRU.KKEB. 
:llr. BA.RKLEY with Mr. ANTHONY. 
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1\Ir. BULKLEY with Mr. DUNN. 
.Mr. CARLIN with Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 
l\lr. CARR with Mr. KEISTER. 
~Ir. DuPRE with Mr. HuMrHBEY of Washlngton. 
1\Ir. FINLEY with Mr. KAHN. 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD with Mr. FORDNEY. 
l\lr. GoRDON with 1\Ir. KrEss of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HEFLIN with Mr. NELSON. 
1\Ir. PATTEN of New York with Mr. McGuiRE of Oklahoma. 
lr. PETERSON with Mr. 1\lANAHAN. 

l\Jr. SAUNDERS with 1\Ir. PAYNE. 
Mr. SISSON with 1\Ir. PETERS of Maine. 
1\Ir. TAGGART with Mr. ROGI!:RS. 
l\Ir. WALKER with 1\Ir. SELI.S. 
Ur. 'WILLIAMS with Mr. V ARE. 
1\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I voted "yea," but I an: paired 

'villi the gentleman from Alabama, 1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I desire 
to withdraw my vote and to be recorded "present." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the name of 1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri, and he 

voted in the affiqnative. 
The result of the vote was announcecl as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will unlock the doors. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

tlle Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, 
with Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado in the chair. 

l\Ir. POU. Mr. Chairman, under the rules to-day would be 
devoted to the consideration of bills from the Committee on 
Claims. I ask unanimous consent to begin at No. 318 on the 
Private Calendar and to consider, by unanimous consent. from 
318 to the end of the calendar, the bills from the Committee on 
Claims. 

I tllink it is due the House that I make a brief explanation 
of my reason for making that request. The bills on the Private 
Calendar have been considered by unanimous consent up to No. 
318. Now, in order to give every bill one opportunity for con
sideration by unanimous consent the call should begin at 318 
and continue until the calendar is disposed of. Then we can go 
back to the beginning and start in the regular way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [l\fr. 
Pou] asks unanimous consent that the committee begin with 
No. 318 on the Private Calendar and take up the bills in order 
'from that number on. by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

1\lr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, a parlianientaty 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir . .1\IANN. Does that mean all bills on the calendar? 
Mr. POU. The request that I made was, bills from the Com

mittee on Claims. 
The CHAIRMAN. Only bills reported from the Committee on 

Claims. 
Mr. MANN. That would not give every bill a chance, as the 

gentleman has suggested. 
1\fr. POU. I qualified it by saying from the Committee on 

Claims; but if the gentleman insists on it, then I will ask unani
mous consent to proceed with the Private Calendar, beginning 
at No. 318, by unanimous consent, after which I shall insist that 
bills from the Committee on Claims be given the preference. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify his request? 
Mr. POU. I modify it by asking unanimous consent to beL,:n 

with No. 318 and continue the call of the Private Calendar by 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to begin on the calendar at No. 318 and to 
call the calendar from that number on. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
F. W. SCHULTZ. 

The first business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 15513) for the relief of F. W. Schultz. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby 

authorized and cl'r<'cted to cause the account of I•'. W. Schultz post~ 
master at Junius. State of South Dakota, to be credited with the sum 
of $244.90, and that he -cause said credit to be certified to the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post Orfice Department, being on account of 
loss by robbery of said post office on the 17th of October, 190U it ap
pearing that said loss was without fault or negligence on the part o! 
said F. W. Schultz, postmaster. · 

The CHAIRl\IA.J.~. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. MA1~N. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 

ask the gentleman from South Dakota in reference to this bill. 
There seems to be some controversy as to whether the post
master locked his safe or only put it on what they call a day 
lock. What information does the gentleman have? 

1\fr. DILLON. I will say that since this matter was up I 
haye investigated more fully the files of ,the Post Office Depart-

ment. Mr. Cnldwen· made three ·afH.davits. The first one was 
made at the instance of the inspector. -Upon examination of 
the papers in the Post Office Department I find an affida Yit of 
that kind. Mr. Caldwell within ·six months thereafter made 
another affidavit stating that the dial to the safe was turned 
both ways and was not left upon the day lock. He then made 
another affidavit that the dial was thoroughly turned. I re
cently called his attention to the claim that he had made an 
affidavit before the inspector. I have an affidavit here in which 
he says that he has no recol1ection of making such an affidavit. 
but if he did, that portion of it is an error. 

The facts are as set forth in the afiidaYit of July, 1910. I 
succeeded also in having the department locate the inspector's 
report-that the Committee on Claims did not have-and I 
would like to read a few lines of what the post-office inspector 
~id in his report. He says : 

The loss would be bard upon hlm. as I understand he is wol.'king for 
wages. I realize that it would be out of place to recommend credit in 
this case, but as the loss sustained consisted of po tage stamps only. 
some consideration might be given tbe postmastet·, especially as I believe 
the safe would have been blown had the combination not been worked. 
The risk of detection at Junius was less than at Ramona, and the 
burglar who can work a combination can certainly blow up a safe. 
Tbe postmaster and assistant bear excellent reputations, and I am satis
fied that they were in no way responsible for the robbery. 

As near as I can determine. this robbery was committed by profes· 
sional burglars, and the probability of arrest at this date is too remote 
to warrant holding the case longer. 

D. A. COLLIER, l'ost-Office Inspecto1·. 

l\lr. l\IA.l\'N. I will say to the gentleman that that part of it 
does not appeal to me in the slighte&t degree. If unuer the 
post-office 1;egulations the postmaster deposit'! his money and 
stamps in a safe, turns the lock of the safe so t.hn.t all the 
tumblers are turned and it is thoroughly locked, he is entitled 
to remuneration. If he turns only one tumbler, what they call 
a day lock, under the regulations he is not entitled to reimburse
ment. I understand the gentleman from South Dakota says 
that he has an affidavit now from the assistant postmaster who 
closed the safe that the &afe was thoroughly locked. 

1\Ir. DILLON. It was thoroughly locked. 
l\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. ~Ir. Chairman, will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. DILLON. Certainly. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I wish to state that I intro

duced a bill for this claim in a former Congress. My recollec
tion is that the assistant postmaster stated at that time, in 
explanation of the affidavit that was made befote the inspector, 
that the inspector requested an affidaYit, and the inspector pre
pared it, but that he did not seem to recall that he had made 
the statement in the affidavit. He did make two affida,its 
subsequently in which he sets forth that the safe was thoroughly 
locked. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

1\Ir. SMITH of Minnesota. I object. 
WYLLYS A. HEDGES. 

The next business in order on the Prh·ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 133G2) to allow credit in the accounts of Wyllys A. 
Hedges, special disbursing agent. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury nrP 

hereby authorized and directed to allow and credit in the accounts of 
Wyllys A. Hedges, ex-receiver and !O;pecial disbursing agent at the 
United States land office, Lewistown, .Mont., the sum of 290, being the 
amount disallowed by the Auditor for the Interior Department in the 
settlement of his accounts for the period ended June 30, Hl13, under 
the appropriation for "Contingent expenses of land offices, 1!)13," on 
account of salary paid Joseph E. Lamb as clerk at $1,200 per annum 
from January 5, 1913, to March '31, 1913, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. l\IANN. Resening the right to object, there is more or 
less information in the report, but there is nothing in it to 
show that the payment was ever made or ever disallowed. 

Mr. STOUT. He did make the pnyment. 
1\fr. MANN. There is nothing to show that the Government 

disallowed it. 
Mr. STOUT. It was disallowed, and the receiYer paid the 

money upon the receipt of the telegram which is contained in 
the report. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has information that the dis
bursing officer made the payment to this man and the officer 
disallowed it? 

Mr. STOUT. I have personal information, because it oc
CUlTed in the town in which I live. 

l\Ir. MANN. The fact that it occurred in the town in which 
the gentleman lives would be hearsay evidence. 

Mr. STOUT. I have official information from the depart
ment. 
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The ClLUfl:\1A~. Is there objection? [.Afte.: a pause.] 
The Cba i r ben rs none. 

The hill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

. EPPS DANLEY. 

The next business in order on the Pri>::tte Calendar wns the 
bill (H. R. lillO) to reimburse Etli)S Danley for property lo. t 
by him while light keeper at the Pascagoula River (lli...:;s.) 
Light Stc~ tion. 

The Clerk read the hill. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That th~ Secretary of the Treasury be, and be Is 

he1·eby, autbol'ized to pay to Epps Oanley, of the city of Pascagoula, 
Jar~kson County. Miss., out of any money in the Treusur:v of the 
t :mted Statell not other·wise appropriated, the sum or $:ll\l.i0 fot· 
pt'Operty losses su1:1tained hy him during a storm on Seplemller 27, 
1!-100, while light keeper of the East Pascagoula River (Miss.) Light· 
house Station. 

The CHAI!Lc\IAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

hlr. MAXX ne er>ing the right to object. there are a nnmt"ter 
of these bills on the calemhtr, and I would like to get some in
formation in -regurd to them. Does tbe Government become 
insurer of pror1erty of a lighthouse keeper, no matter what tb<c> 
property is? Some of these bills co,·er chickens, horses. cows. 
und property of that sort. When the G:>vemment employs 11 
man as n lighthouse keeper. pnts him in the I igbtbonse. fur
nishes him bouse rent or ·a dwelling, does it thereby insnre all 
t11e property that he may accunmlate in nnd around the light
bom=e? 

Mr. POU. I suppose the gentleman is proposing that question 
by wHy of Indicating that he is opposed to the bill 

l1r. MA:~~- I do not know; at one time I was fn>ornbl¥ 
inclined to this bill which has been bP.fore Congre.1S a grea't 
many yenrs in some shape or other. 

In this l'm:;e there wtts a great storm on the Gulf of Mexico a 
number of yenrs ago, and a number of lighthouses were de
stroyed. nod the property of the keepers was destroyed. In some 
cases the keepers were maintaining little g11rdens and \'Hriou~ 
domestic anirue~ls. which was flerfertly proper for them to rlo. 
In the case of fire or storm, do we gnar:mtee that we will re
turn the vnlue of th<tt property to the~e keepers, or should we'! 
I would lil~e to have the ~entleman's opinion npon that. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairruan. the view that tbe committee took 
was that it is unjust to H man when the Goverment puts biru 
into a Government ligbthou~ and be takes his property there 
and a storm sweeps it nwny that be ~bonld n·lt ba,·e reimbur~
ment. It looks as if the Go,·ernruent should · do one of two 
things. either mn ke good the loss, or put him in a bouse that 
would be snfe against st:Jrm. 

l\1r. 1\IA:XX Rut this was safe ngainst any usual storm. 
Suppose the Government, in.,teP. d of furnishing him qn<trters. ns 
it does in many cases. should mnke him rent his bonse. as it 
does in some cnses. nnd his boose should burn; would the 
Gm·ernment he expected to inRnre the property? 

Mr. HARRISOX Mr. Cb<tirm:m, the gentlemnn speaks of n 
"usunl " storm. He should remember that this was a most 
e:xtrnordinat·y storm. 

l\1r. 1\fAX~. I understnnd tbnt this was a terrific storm. 
1\Ir. HARRISO~. It wns the worst thnt that eonntry e>er 

exr1erlen<.'ed. In 1906 this man wns stntioned on this islnnd. 
going nbout his duty nssigced to Wm by the Government. and all 
of his pt·operty was swept am1y. It seems to me that this ls 
a most rensonable clnim. 

Mr. MA. ·~. The gentleman wm notice what the man himself 
says about it: 

Although It was no fault of tbe Government, I tbink that 1 should 
not bt>ar the entire loss. I would be very glad indeed if 1 could ""et 
one-bali. l1 not all, ns part t•eimbm·sement. "' 

Mr. HAfllli'";ON. I think that was due to the fRet that the 
man was of a generous disposition and did not tbinl{ that he 
could get an. or did uot know thnt he could get any. He needed 
it, ~md rnther than loRe it he thought be would take half. 

Mr. 1\B.NN. Of course be would tHI{e :mrtbing that we gi'\'e 
bjm, wWch is perfectly p1·oper. The gentleman knows tbrtt iru~ 
mediately following this storm, which was se\·en or eight years 
ago---

1\Ir. HARRISON. It was in September, 1906, that it lmp
pened. 

Mr. MA!\~. The IJghthouse Board in Its annnal report gave 
a list of losses by reason of this storm nud recommended thei •· 
payment. I belim·e at one time I introduc·ed a bill-ha,·ing then. 
in the Committee on lnterHtate nnd Foreign Cummerce, eharge 
of lighthouse matters-for the payment of the claims. I do not 
rememller whether thls bill was ever reported fa vo~ubly or not. 

Mr HARRlSO~. I think it was. 
:Mr. MANN. It did not pass. This was one of tbc claims. 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. There are severai ot these dahns on this cal
endar. 

l\Ir. HARRISO~. There are two of this kind on the calen
dar-this one and the ease of Poitevin. 

Mr. l\IANN. There are at least two. I wonder wbether the 
Government Is to become an insurer of all the propertv bclmlcr
ing to a lightho~se keeper which is not only in the lighthou~o 
but around the lt~bthouse vr iu tha reserYution. Does the gen
tleman himself tbiuk that we ought t0 become an insurer? 

Mr. HAHHISO~. I think encb cHse ought to stand on its 
own footing; and in this instnnce. this heing such nu unprece
?ented ~tor";J and these people being on the islnnd ttnd discbarg
mg. the duties thHt go with the keeping of a lighthouse. und 
their property being destroyed and swept away, I think the 
Go,·ernment ought to pay. 

~Ir . .!UAKN. The gentleman would not draw a di~tinction 
between one kinll of a storm and anort:Jer. Whnt is the differ
ence to the lighthouse keever if the storm destroys his prop
erty? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think a man ought to exercise some dili
?e~<:e and t-trecaution about taking care of his property, and 
If It were not a very bad storm be cou:d hH ,.e done it. 

1\lr. ~L\~~- If it was a bHd enongb storm to flPmoy his 
property. w!lat difference does it mak£: to him? SuprJose the 
pr011erty burns. 

Mr. HAIUUSO:'IT. Th:-~t would be n different proposition. 
l\lr. MAX~. Why? It would be through no fault of his, and 

he is put out there where be cnn not get the assistance of any 
fire corupHny or fire engine. 

.Mr. HARHISOX Because of this· man's >ery location out 
on this ishmd. he could not take cure of the property. B~anse 
of the rna gnitude of tha storm--

1\lr. 1\l.A:X~. The gentlernnn says "on this island." Was the 
other man on the island, too? 

1\Ir. HA.RRISOX Ye.,. As I recollect it, one was the as· 
sistant lighthouse keeper and the other was the lighthouse 
kePper. l think e•rch case ought to tand on its owu footing. 

~Ir. l\IAi-.~. Oh, well. the gentleman bas been here long 
enougl.J to know as well tiS I do that when we [}II ~ n bill of 
this kind we create a precedent, where we can not uruw 11 dis
tinction, and we ha,·e to pay nlJ siruilar claims. if we do ju t ice. 
When they are once passed the coDliDittee, as a rule, reports 
them. · as a rna tter of course; and Congress pa ses them, as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. HAHUISON. I realize that thnt is true. 
1\Ir. illAN:X. And to-day we pass a good mnny bills the 

pnss:~ge of which no one in the House 10 yenrs ago probably 
would haYe ad,·oented at all; but in course of time one biU 
went through and that created a precedent. nnd when we create 
a fJrecedent we feel thflt we ought to proceed nlong those lines. 
I will usk the gentleman-well. I will not further que::;tlon the 
g-entJem:m who introduced the bill, but I am sure, if it were my 
l>ili--

Mr. HARRISO~. Oh, if it were the gentleman's bill I would 
be in fa,or of its pas ugt!. 

Mr. M.tL •x Ob. there would he 40 men who would think it 
ought not to pass if it were my bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera
tion ot the bill? [;\fter n pause.] The Chair bem·s none. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Ch11irmn.n, I move that the bill be laid a ide 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to; nnd the bilJ was ordered to be 
laid aside with a. 1"avortlble recommendation. 

:MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; nnrl :Mr. OLDFIELD having 
tnken the chair as Speal{er pro tempore, a mess;lg-e from tbe 
Sennte. by :Mr. Crockett. one of its clerks. nnnouneect that the 
Sennte h~td disngreed to the amendment· of the House of Rep
r·esentatiYes to the biiJ ( S. 4628) extewtiug the pe1·iorl of pay
ment under reclamation projects. nnd for other JlUf!loses. Hsked 
a conference with the House on the dis:tgreeing ,·otes of the 
two Hou es thereon. and hnd appointed :\Jr. SMITH of Arizona, 
:\!r. LANE, and Mr. JoNES as the conferees on the part of the 
Sem1te. . 

The message also nnni>unced thnt the 8em1te hnd ngrePd to 
the report of the committee of conferenee on the disagreeing 
,·otes of the two Houses on the amendments .of the Hou.o;;E> to 
the bill (S. 4S45) granting pensions nnd lucre:tse of 11ensions 
to c.e1·tain soldiers und snilors of tbe Cl\il War unCI certain 
widows and deiJendent rele~th·es ot sneh soldiers and sailors. 

SANFORD F. TIM MONS. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The next trnsiness in order oo tl.Je Prfrr~te Calendar was the 

bill (H. R. :ffi735) to corree:t the mUitnry record of Sanford .II'. 
Timmons. 
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The bill was rend. 
The CHAill~1AN. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. l\10.:\DELL. l\Ir. Chairman. I object. 
1\Ir. POU. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the committee we 

can complete thjs call by unanimous consent 'l"ery mueb more 
rapidly if gentlemen will intervene objections after the read
ing of the title. If gentlemen have made up their min!ls to 
object it will save a great deal of ·time ·by not r-eading the 
entire bill, and I would like to complete this call if possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. lt is su:gge&.ed -b.v the gentleman from · 
Nor\h Carolina that those :wbQ have definite views in opposi
tion to measures will announce them befu.re the rending of th~ 
entire bill, in order to save time. 'The Clerk will report the next 
bilL 

JOHN OURSLER. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bfll (H. R. 16430) for the rellef of John Oursler. 

The Clerk rend the title of the bill 
The CHAIR~IAN. 1s tbere objection'? 
Mr. lUONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I .object. 

1\Ir. i\IAKN. If he lost an nrm in pri\ate employment the 
way he did Jo e the arm he would not get anything. 

'The CHAillllAl.~. Is there objection to the pre ent considera
tion of the bUT? 

Mr. MANN. I shall object. 

COLUMBUS., DELAW.li'..E .& MARION RAU.WAY CO., OF COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

The next business in order on the Pri>Bte Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 17102) fQr the reHef of tbe Columbus, Delaware & 
Marion Ralhvay Co., of Columbus, Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
1Je it ena:cteii, etc., That the Secr~t.ary -of tlw Treasury be, and be Is 

hereby, authorized .and -directed to p:1y, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the receiver of the Columbus, 
Delaware & !arion Rallway Co., of CQlumbus. Ohio, the sum of $119.26, 
taxes illegally collected under the excise tax aet of August 5, 1909. 
fot· the years ending December Rl, 190D and 1910, under the decision. 
of the SupTem1! ('Ciurt of the Pnited States in the ease of the United 
States against Whitridge, receivet·, reported in Two hundred and thirty-
first United States Statutes, page 144. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there ebjecti-on? 
Mr. MANN. l1r. Chairman, reserving the right to object. 

there are a number -of bills like this upon the calendar, and I 
FBANCI.S A. GBKJ.~NEN. think the gentJellliln QUgllt to glve sorue explanation of them, 

The next business in order on the Pri>ate Caleni'lnr was the ' -and why we shou1d pay them, aU involving electric street .en;.· 
bill (H. R. 10328) for the relief of Francis A. Grennen. , lines. 

Tbe Clerk read the title of the bilL 1\Ir. POU. I can perhaps explain better by reading from the 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? report. ... The object of this bill is to refund ... __ 
.Mr. MANN. Mr. Chnirman, I nsk to have the ·bill read. l\1r. MANN. There is very little info1·rnation 1n the report 
The Clerk read .as follows: on this bill, and I do not think you get much information by 
IBe i-t enacted, etc., That the ·secretary of the Trea-sury be, and be is i reading the report on this bill. I think possibly there may be 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay. out -of any mo.ney in tbe Treas· · -some infurmation in the reports on some similar bills, but there 
Ul"Y not otbet·wise appropriated, to Francis A. Grennen, who was per-
manently disabled while engaged In the emplo_yment of the United certainly is not mnch on this one. 
States C'r0vernment at Frankford Arsenal, In the State of Pennsylvania. l\lr. POU. Well, the only explanation thnt can be made ts 
on or abo.ut January 7, uno. t.lle sum o"f $5.000. that this tax was Hlegally paid by this corporation, and it had 

'The co.mnnttee amendment was read. as follows: two years within wbich to ob.t!-lin a refund of the tax., and !or 
Page 1. Une 9, strike out "$5,0nO" and 1nsert "$1,500." :some reason lt did not obtain that t·efund. 
The CHAI~~. Is there objeetlon? !\lr. 1\L\N~. I would 1ike to ask the gentleman from North 
Mr. l\lANN. 1\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 

1 
Carolina what the purpose is of putting into n generRl statute 

can not the gentleman mak-e a very brief statement? .a provision tbnt if a man wants to hnve a claim pu1d he shall 
1\11·. DONOHOE. Mr. Chairman, I am very familiar with this file his claim within a ce1·tain length of time H. the moment that 

case, .and I belie¥e tt is -a most meritorious one. This young it is applied. for that reason. the Committee on Claims reports a 
man is a vetemn of the Spanisb-Americnn War and the -son of -a 1 bill to pay the claim? That is the only excuse given in this 
veteran of the Civil War. He lost his arm at the Frankford .report. 
Arsenul while employed tbere, :and now be Ls in Yery poor cir- Mr. POU. I wlll say to the gentleman from Illinois the 
cumstanees, with {1 wife .and .seYeral .ebiklren dependent upon particular point was discus-sed in the Committee on Claims, 
him. His earning capacity, of course, is materially reduced. :md · and we took .a vote on it. The majority of the committee de
in case he gets oot ~f the .arserutl. which is likely to happen c1ded that, in view of the "fact that it was a pure technicality, 
any day, I do not k--now what will become of him. If this a-c- they were in favor of returning this tax. 
eident hn-d happened to him in an industrial est-ablishment in 1\lr. 1\!ANN. Here is a case where the Gov-ernment collected 
Pennsylvania, he would get a much larger sum than that which a corporation tax. The l.aw proTiding for the corporation tax 
the connnittee has recommended in this bilL I trust the bill ~ authorized the Secretary of the -Treasury to refund tax im
will be allow-ed to ·pa-ss. properly .coUected. if the clnim wns made in two years. In this 

Mr. 1\I.A.NN. Let me see. This man was emplt>yed in the case the claim was not made in two years, .and without giving, 
arsenal and is still employed in tll-e arsenal. He is receiring as apparently. in this reJ)Ort any reason why the claim should be 
..bigh corupensation now -as he did before he received the injnry J>aid, it simply says because there is a statute of limitations 
at the arsenal, :wd .if my recoll-ecti.Qn is :eorrect he i-s receiving : they waive that statute of limitations. What is the object of 
a bigber -compensation. but J may ·be mistaken. having the :statute of limitations if ·the moment H is applled, 

l\lr. DO~OH-OE. No; $1.1£ a -da,y. and for no other reason, it is to be waked? I regret that the 
Mr. MANN. He has ali'eady been paid tbe -amount allow-ed JrentlemRn "from Ohio., who introduc-ed the bill, is not here. 

to him under J:b.e gener.:1l law providing f-or compens::1 tion for em- : because I would like to call his attention, and also the a tten
ployees i-njured in the .Go¥ernment ·se1·vice. He has rerei•ed i 'tlon of the committee. to the fact tbnt there is no such thing as 
that amflunt in fult ~o-w. ha~ing recei¥ed that full umonnt "Two hundred and thirty-first United States Statutes." 
which th-e law allow-s for :compensation. and fllthough he is still The CIIAIR:\fA:F. Is there objecti6n to the present eon
employed in the arsenal and bas l<>st n-o money, whatever pain · sideration .of the bill"? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
be may hnv-e s.uffeJ>.ed. he wants us oow to make ;{) spectaJ ap- · none. 
propri-ntion apart from all .o-ther peO'ple for an injury receh·ed l\Ir. POU. Mr. Chairman, I mov-e that th-e .bill be laid aside 
in tlw -Gov-ernment service .and ·be paid -additional -corupensati{)n. : with a fav-orable recommendation. 

Air. DONOHOE. Well, the testimony shows that he is not l\lr. 1\IANN. I propose an amendment which I think ought 
very weJI able to wQrk, th-at he ·suffers greatly .at times from to go in.. I mov.e to strike out. on page 2, line 3, the word 
the loss of this arm, and that be has to have a doctor' · attend- "'' SUltut-es" and insert the wo1·d "Reports." 
ance occasionally. As before stated. in ease he gets out of the : Tbe CHAIR~1AN. The Clerk will ceport the amendment. 
arsenal I do not know whnt he could turn his hand to. ' The Clerk read rrs follows: 

Mr. ~1A..'\"N". Well, he might .go :out if he ha·d th-e extra .com- Pn~ 2, Une 3, strike :0ut the ward "Statutes" and insert the w-ord 
pensution. but as he is, be is likely to -&t;ay .there. "Reports.•• · 

Mr. DO~OHOE. He mi-ght start some little business that Mr. 1\fA1\"'N. I am nQt sure whetbet· that is eorrect ·or not. 
WQUld 'keep body and soul together if h~ got this litt~ money. The bill says it refers to a case reported in the Two hundred 
I know that hjs i.s a most desening case. .and thirty-first United States Statutes. The rep-ort refers to 

1\Ir. 1\lANN. If we start in to pay extra .compensati-on ,after it as reported in the Two hundred and thirty-first United 
allowing a m:rn full C'om~·ensation that the la:w ~lows him-- States Rep.o1·t-er. I d.o not l.."llow wh-ether they have reference 

l\lr. DO~OHOE. That ;is, on-e yea:r'-s salru:y. to the United States Reports or not. Somebody ought to be 
l\1r. MAXN (contivu-ing). Under the act passed ..only u few nhle to tell. What does the gentleman from North Carolina 

years ago . .and then in addition keep him jn ;em_pJoymPn.t. whieh fl\lr. Pou] -say? 
tlley ordinarily do not do, .I 4o .ru>t .see how we can proceed on -Mr. SCOTT. There is no sut:b thing -as United Stares Re-
tlult theory. . porter of thnt number or stntute of thnt nnmber. 

Mr. DONOHOE. If he lost m1 .e-rm in the -empl-oy -of .a rail- 1\lr. MANN. I assume thnt my amendment is a correct -One. 
roHd. for instance, he would get f:a.i-rly liberal damages m Penn- Mr. POU. I will say to the gentleman l ·-can not answer his 
sylvania. · question just at the moment. · 

• 
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Mr. 1\L\~N. As there Is · no such tWng in the books as 
Two hundred :md thirty-first United States Statutes, ·according 
to my recvllection, and there is no such thing as Two hundred 
rand thirty-first United States Reporter; I judge you mean 
"Reports." 

:\fr. POU. I am sure there is not. 
· The CHAIRMA.1~. The question is on the amendment offered 
by t4e gentleman from Illinois. 

The nmendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG & POTOMAC AND RICHMOND & PETERS

BURG RAILROAD CONNECTION CO. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. n. 16370) for the relief of the llichmond, Fredericks
l.mrg & Potomac and Richmond & Petersburg Railroad Connec
tion Co. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Richmond, Fredericksburg & 
Potomac and Richmond & Petersl:mrg Railroad Connection Co., a corpora
tion created by and org-anized under the laws of the Commonwealth 
of Virginia, the sum of $255.81, the said sum being taxes illegally col
lect ed under the excise-tax act of August G, Hl09, for the year ending 
December 31, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

l\fr . .MANN. 1\Ir. Cha irmn.n, resen-ing the right to object. of 
_ course the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 

Pou], with all of the bills on his mind, d-oes not recall the 
reasons for the payment of these taxes collected from the 
street railway company . . I think that the gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. MoNTAGUE], who introduced this bill, ought to tell 
us why we a.1;e paying this money back. 

Mr. MOXTAGUE. As I understand, l\Ir. Chairman. this 
money is to be paid back pursuant to the decision of the United 
States Supreme Court in the case of 1\IcCoach, collector of 
internal reYenue, against ~1inehill & Schuylkill Haven Railroad 
Co. (22 U. S. Uepts., p. 295). The statute of limitations had 
precluded this case; at least it was not presented until a few 
months after the statute of limitations had expired. 

l\fr. 1\I..t\..NN. Wha r was the decision? 
Mr. MONTAGUE. That the tax was illagally collected. If 

the ~entleman will permit me to say it, the House, on June 12, 
1914, 11asEcd a bill similar to the one now under consideration. 
to refund to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. 
taxes similarly collected. 

.Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the Milwaukee 
cnse was different, and there was a completa and full report in 
that case, showing that on a reexamination of the books by th~ 
Treasury officials they had made a mistake theretofore: 
Whether it was paid under this decision or not, I do not know. 
'Vhat was the decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. DILLON. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
me? 

.Mr. MO~~TAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. DILLON. I have the decision here to which the gentle

man from Yirginia refers, and I will read the syllabus of the 
portion that is invoh·ed in this case. This comes from Two 
hundred ::~nd twenty-eighth United States Reports, on page 295,. 
nnd is as follows: 

.\ railway corporation which has leased its raHroad to another com
pany operating it exclusively, but which maintains its col'porate exist
Pn<'e and collects and distributes to its stockholders the rental from 
the lessee and also dividends from investments, is not doing business 
within the meaning of the corporation-tax act. 

Mr. MANN. I did not quite get that. Do not read it, but 
tell me wbat it is. 

1\fr. DILLON. It comes from the rental of the properties, 
and the court holds that that is not included within the meaning 
of the corporation-tax law of 1909. 

Mr. MANN. What is not? I would like the gentleman's 
o'wn statement as to what was the tax that was illegally col: 
lectt?d. 

Mr. DILLON. Well, I have not gone into the details of this 
('11E:E:'. 

Mr. MANN. I mean from the gentleman's gathering of tl1e 
opinion. 

Mr. DILLON. I simply read the syllabus of the case here. 
I sent over for it. I have not examined it technically or fully 

_ as to the text of the opinion. I simply read the syllabus. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 

the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none." Without ob
jection, tile bill will be laid aside with a favorable recommenda
tion. 

There was no objection. 

MONTGO!!ERY & ERIE RAILWAY CO. 

The next business in order on t.tie Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 17085) for the relief of the Montgomery & Erie 
Railway Co. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be anu be is 

hereby, authoriz~d and dire~ted to pay out of any money in' the Trea -
ury not othet·w1se appropnated, to the Montgomer-v & Et·le Railway 
Co. the sum of 45.81 illegally collected from "said company under the 
excise-tax act of August 5, 190D, for the years ending December 31 
1909, and Decl:'mber 31, 1910, by reason of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the "Cnitec:'l States in the case of McCoach, collector against 
the Minehill & Schuylkill Haven Railroad Co., reported in Two hun
dred and twenty-eighth united States Reports, page 2!>5. 

The OHAIRUAN. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favoral>ll? 

recommendation. 
WILLIAM S. COLVIN. 

The next busjness in order on the Private Calendar wns the 
bill (H. R. 12949) for the relief of William S. Colvin. 

The Clerk read tile bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and be is 

hereby ... authorized and directed to credit the postal account of Wil
liam l:j. Colvin, postmaster at Hamilton, Kans., with the sum of 
$424.06 fo1 postal funds and stamps, and with tbe further sum of 
$23.60 for money-order funds, on account of losses resulting from a 
burglary on November 18, 1!>10. -
_ SEc. 2. '.rhat there be. and is hereby, appropriated, out of anv money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $44.7.66 for 
the purposes specified in this net. 

The CIIAIR:\IA1~. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. 1\IANN. neserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, 
apparently this is a case where the postmaster made no at
tempt to comply with the postal regulations. 

:Mr. DOOLITTLE. I tllink he made a bona fide attempt and 
did comply as best he could with the regulations. 

Mr . .MAl\-r:N. Well, here is a statement credited to the po t~ 
master. It is stated by the postma ter in his affidavit here: 

Stamps and money lost by this robbery wet·e in the safe, and the bolt 
was turued on. The safe could be opened without working the combi
nation. 

That is one statement. Another is: 
The stamps and money were in the-safe, and the lock \.·::;:; turned on, 

but the combination was not turned. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There was a reinspection, in which the 
whole matter was gone over again; and I remember he stated 
in his affidavit that the safe was locked. The inspector made 
a report that it was not entirely locked. 

Mr. MANN. I have not been able to find any such statement 
as that in the report. Here is a letter fi"<>m the Postma ter Gen
eral, dated May 25, 1914, and apparently the Postmaster General 
had never heard of such a statement. 

J\Ir. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Colvin has always complained of the 
report made by the inspector, and I am satisfied that, regnrdless 
of the locking of that safe down there in this little fonrth-cla ss 
post office, where the loss was possibly as much as the entire 
annual salary, it would have made no difference. The burglar 
could ha...-e gone right on in, anyhow. It was one of tbose little 
fireproof safes not even advertised as being burglar -proof. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, whether it is advertised to be burglar proof 
or not, the postmaster is appointed and he knows what the regu
lations are, and he is frequently informed by the inspector as 
to what he must do with the money and postage stamps. He 
must put them in the safe and lock the safe. This man put 
them in the safe and did not lock the safe, and they were taken 
out of the safe. Now he seeks to excuse himself by saying that 
if he had locked the safe the burglar would probably have 
broken it open. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is what I said; U:lose are my words, 
not his. 

Mr . .MANN. In that case you might just as well say you 
should leave the money -lying out on the table, because he could 
break in and get the money, anyway. 

Mr. DOOLI'l"TLE. Those were my words about the burglar 
getting the money, anyway. 

Mr. ~!Al\TN. That is what the postmraster stated. I am not 
taking the gentleman's words. That is the excuse be gave for 
not locking the safe. He said that if the snfe had been 
locked it would doubtle s have been blown open and de troyed. 
That may be considered a very good reason for never locking 
the safe, but it hardly appeals to me. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Does the g~ntlemal) , think that this TJOSt· 
master ::;hould stand this loss where he made a bona fide effort 
to comply with the regulations? 
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Mr. MANN. But he di.d not make a 'bona fide ~ort to comply 

with the regulation:s. He :did nol ·at.te.nlllt to lock the 'Safe. He 
. said it was 11 Jlard lock to h~, and ~therefore be :did not 
try to lock it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. He 'WRS :afraid he :could not ·get it upen, . 
or something o.f that kind. • 

Mr. MANN. He~ught to ha:ve had..someboay .there who muld 
.ODBD it. . . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope the gentleman will n.ot object t9 
the- consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. MANN. Oh, " Hope springs ·.eternal in the human breast." 
The CHAIRMAN. 1.s there Dbjectlon to the consideration of 

the bill? 
Mr. l\IA~TN. I ob]ec.t. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The .Clerk w:fTI report 

the next one. 
.HENRY WEAVER. 

"The next business in order .on •the Priv.ste •O.alenda-r was tbe 
bl11 (B. R. 16305) to reimburse HenTif W-ea·yer. poS:tmaster -at ' 
Delmar, Ala., for money .and stamps stolen from .sald post -office 
at Delmar .and repaid ·b.y him to ;tlle Post Office D .epartment. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

M:r. ~IAl\"'N. We are getting to lthat point now whP7e we are 
.going .t.o give women the right to ·vote and enrrythi:J.g -else :and 
pnt them on an .equalit,y in .business with -eyeryboC.y else . 

The CHAIRl\lAN. Is there objection~ 
There was no objection. 
Mr. B.AILEY. I .oifer an amendment. There is .an error rn 

tbe bilJ in IIl<>t including all that was taken. 
The CHAIR!\1AN. The gentdeman from PennByly.ania. .offe.r:s 

an amendment wh1c11 the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 3. aft!'r the word "of." strike out ~''$72.54" and insurt 

in .lieu thereof "$84.54." 
Mr. 6AILEY. That was the amount tbat was lost. . 
1\fr. l\IANN. This biJJ .proposes to "re1mburse her fo1· i.h~ 

-postage stamps that were lost. but not for t.h-e money .that w~~ 
taken. 

:Mr. RAILEY. There was .$12 .jn postal funds . 
~ft. a\IANN. •Oh, we11, I know; bnt there ·is -a:bsohrtely no 

exc:use tor paying lher the money. If we reimburse her f-or the 
:staml)s that wer.e last. I think .she is in great Juck. 

MT. BAlLEY. w~n. if the gentleman obJects, I will withdraw 
1Jae nmendment. 

.l\lr. 1\.LL~.N. No; I am not objecting . 
Too CHA!R.MAl'{. The gentleman wHhdraws the amendment. 

'file ·question is -on laying ru;ide the bill to be reported to the 
Honse with a fa-mrable :recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a .fa v.o.ra:ble recommendation. 

. Be it enacted, etc., Tbat the Secretar_y of tbe Treasury be, and be is . 
-hereby, authorized a.nd directed to pay t-o Henry ·w ·eaver. -of Delmat·, 
Ala., on t of any money in the Treasury not othe1·wtse app:ropri.at.ed. lthe 
sum of 94.67, the amount of money and postage stamps stolen .from •the 
post office at Delmar, Ala., on th.e night of September 26, 1010. while 
be was .postmaster at Delmar, and w.hich mQney and stamps belonged 
to the said post office, and which said sum ne was required to .repay, 
and did repay, to the Post Office Department of the United States. ESTATES OF JOHN FRAZER AND ZE:PHA:NIA.H KINGST..:J:Y, DECEASED. 

The CHAIRMAN . .Is ther-e objection to the ,pr.esent ,consider- · The next business in order on .tbe Private Calendar was .the 
ation of the bill? ·bill (H. R. 1'2619) to gi-ve the Court of Claims jmisdiction to 

'There was no objection. hear and adjudge the claims of the estate .of John Frazer, d~ 
Tbe bill was ordered to .be laid .aside -with .a fayorable recom- . ceased, and of ·the estate of Ze_p.haniah Kingsley, deceased. 

mendation. · 'Tbe bill was Tend, as 'follows: 
,A'NATASIA HOGAN. Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be., and is :ber~by, given to the 

·Court oQf Claims '(notw-ithstanding any sta;tutory bar of limitations~ 
The next business 1n ..order on the Prlvate Calendar was the of the claims of the estate of .lobu Frazer, decPased, and of the estate 

bill (H. R. 149.56 1) to rehnbuTse the postmaster at Kegg, Pa., .of .Zephaniah :K:ngsley, ·deceased, ·koo.wn ·as ~a»'t [;'lorida claims. and 
tor money and stam:ps taken by burglars. .which were the subj«:>ct of .and }rrov.ided for in the treaty of 181!J .ee

-tw~en 1:he Unih'd -Btat-E>s and SpaiD, to provide for the complete exe
The Clerk J.'ead the .bill, as ·follows: te.uti.on '0! 'the ninth :article of tlle said treaty, with puwer to find the 
Be it enacted, eto., That the 'sum of $72.54 be, and the same t-s 'h~meby, fa'Cts ther-t)in .and to render juqgment against lhe ·United :StatPs i:n 

appropl'iated, out of any mon.e.Y tn the Treasury 11ot otbet'wise a-ppro- accordance with tbe law of :nations for the unpaid .portion •OT residue 
·priated, for the pUl'pose ·of reimbursing Anatasla Bogan, postmaster .at -of >the -a.wa:rds as made for ·sa id claimants by the judges of th~ SupPrior 
Kf'gg, Bedfo1·d :County, ·Pa., iQl' money !li.Ud stamps stolen .from that Cour·t of St. Augustine, in the Ten1to•·y of Florida . .and by the judge 
office by burglars Ma.rcll 7. 1910. the saJd Anatasia Hogan ba:vlng ·made of the District Court of the United StatE's for thE' ~orthern District ot 
good the loss -to the Post Offi.c~ Departme~t .ou.t .of ..her own funds by Florida, under and by virtuP of the acts of Congress passed to carry 
the payment of the aforementioned -snm to an in-spector ot the said ·into effect tbe nintb article -of said trea-ty. 
department February 28, 1912. SEc. 2. That in considPring the said claims the Court of Cla'ims is 

:dirE>ctf'd to -considf'r the .finding<~ of fact and all evidence submitted to 
The CHAIRl\iAN. Is :there objection to th-e present e<>nSider- and now n.n file within the United States or of record with .and 011 

ation of the hill? :Wh1ch sa1d awards were in -whole or 'in part 'based. 
l\lr. MANN. Reserving ;the .right to· ·object, Mr. Ch-airman. 'l'he CHAUL\1AN. Is there objection to the present consid-

here is a case where .there is no pretense that the regulations eration of the bi11? 
were complied with. The e:x.cuse for Jt is ·that at the tim-e the l\1T. 1\iAN:N . . Reserving tbe right to .Object, in new of the fact 
burglary :oec:uned the mother of the daimtlnt, the c.U1imant be- that tbi-s bill 'Seeks to confer upon the ·eourt of CJaim.s .autho1·i.ty 
ing the postmistress, was at the point of death and died shortly to rever.se a decision of the Sup-reme Court of the United Stat-es, 
after the · burglary. The :postmistress on that a-eeonnt was ·spend- -various decisions of Secretaries of the Treasury. and the opin
ing the night at her mother's house and did not remove the jons of "Various .Attorneys GeneraL it seems to rue that .some one 
stamps and money from the post office. Of course, · thnt is a ought to explain the purpose of tbe bill . 
.good reason for ~end·ing the night at her motber's house-; but · 1\Ir. FOSTER. As I understand, the statute of limitations 
is that a il"eason why tn-e Go:vernmelit sbould take the ·chances has barred this claim here. 
oQn the loss'? ~lr. UAXN. I-nasmuch as it arises out -of n treaty of 1819 it 

l\1r. BAILEY. Wen, 1lfr. ·Chairman, it ·may not be a very is ·quite likely that 'it has been barred; 'but I do not know. Gen
g.ood reason. Tlw '})ostmistress wns undoubtedly under -grettt tleruen were trying the other dny to pay some claims that were 
.stress at the time. She had no 'Safe in the office, and never ' n hundred years old, and the statement was made that they were 
hnd one. · not barred. 

Mr. l\IA.l\"'N. I understand ; it is not -a ease of a safe. · Mr. FOSTER. ·'I'll is is with the intention of recovering inte.r-
1\fr. BAILEY. The stnmps 'had to be kept in her 'bedroom . . est on a claim the principal of which was allowed at that time, 

Under the stress of ·sickness in ber home she forgot the urui- : is it not? 
na:ry duties and was thinking only Of the duty sbe ·owed to ber l\Ir. MAN~. ()h. much .more thn..n that. 
mother. 1 suppose that all the regulations were violated in that Mr. :FOSTER. I thought that was 'Olle of the :principal things. 
instance. This is a .case ·of pure charity, '1 think, to a deserving 1\fr. MANN. That is one of the things; but t~e Supreme 
woman. Court of the United Gtates decided one wH:y, various Secretaries 

Mr. ~fAJ\"'N. Well, 1\fr. Chairman, I was once in c-harge .of n of the Trensury decided the same way, and •arious .Attorneys 
.Country ·post office, and I violated the regulations -al'l the time -GeneraJ decided the same w~t,y. This seeks to reverse the whole 
in reference to 'keeving IDDney, because 1 thought 1· could keep ; theory ·of the case. 
1t more safeJy with{)'(]t cornp1:Mng with t'he regulations tb1111 i . MT. FOSTER. Tbis ls a recan of decisions. 
could t>y complying with them; and 1 WRS frequently notified Mr. M.Al\'1\. Yes. The SUJ5reme Court decided 1n this case 
by the .department that the postmaster would be dismissed , that the Secretary of the Treasury had authority to do or not to 
because I l·iolated the .regu:lations. But I 'knew I wa.s roking dQ. and the Secretary of the .Treasur.Y decided aguinst the 
tDy chances on lt. I thought it was safer to keep the money in f claims sereral times, a~? I now recall, nnder .opinions .of the 
a bank than lt was to keeJJ It in my jeaD:S. The ·Post Office t Attorney Generat. I dismre yery mach to obje-ct to fill these 
D.ep:u-tment ~a.d a r.egula.tJon that I should -earry H in my 'POC'ket 1 'biHs. but 1 th ink somebody ou~ht to be prepued to give some 
instead of pnt.ting it :hi a bunk. wen, l pat the money in a bank. ·re~Hron 'for P~ISSing a bill like this. 
but 1 took tbe chances. If t11e money 'Was lost, !f did not expect l'be CHAIR:\1AN. Is there objection to the present consid~ 
that I :w-oul.d ask tbe Go'\"ernment 'to t'eimburse me for it. -eration .of this bill? 1 

M.r. BAILEY. We are boand to .nJJow something to .a woman Mr. MANN. I object. . 
that we would not anew to '8. mere m3ll. The CHAIRMAN. The ·gentleman ·:from Illinois objects. 
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W. W. TAYLOR. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 17028) for the relief of W. W. Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appt·opriated, to W. W. Taylor, of Whitefish, Mont., 
the sum of $316, to compensate him for surgical and hospital services 
rendered Mary Bull, an Indian ward of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
ask the gentleman who has charge of the bill whether he thinks 
the Go'"ernment whenever an Indian gets drunk and gets 
injured ought to pay the doctor's bill, whoever the doctor 
may be? 

Mr. EVANS. I do not think so, necessarily. I think this 
particular claim ought to be paid, for the reason that this 
doctor was called in. He had nothing to do with the matter. 
He found a woman mangleu by a train, and he took her to the 
hospital and cared for her. She was a ward of the Government. 
It was an act of humanity. He had either to let the woman die 
or render the service. 

Mr. MANN. I would have very little respect for a doctor, and 
I would not be willing to pay him a cent, if he took the position 
that he would let some one die because he did not know who 
was going to pay the bill, in a case where a leg had been cut off. 

Mr. EVANS. He did not take that position. He took the 
woman to the hospital and paid the hospital bill. 

Mr. :MANN. He took the woman to the hospital, but I do not 
suppose he paid the hospital bill, although he has put in a bill 

. for it. 
1\Ir. EVANS. He is responsible for it. 
:Mr. MANN. He was one of the officials of the hospital, was 

he not? 
Mr. EVANS. I do not think he was. This was a charity 

hospital, and he was a doctor there at Whitefish. 
Mr. MANN. This is a case where an Indian woman got drunk 

and lay down on the track of the Great Northern Railway, and 
a train struck her and cut off her leg. The doctor was called 
and took her to a hospital, as any humane doctor ought to do. 
Supposing it had been a white man, would the Government have 
to pay that bill? 

1\Ir. EVANS. No; I do not think so. 
Mr. MA.l\TN. Why does the Government have to pay this bill 

then? 
~Jr. EVANS. Because this woman was an Indian and a w:1rd 

of the Government, and I think the Government is responsible 
to a degree for the care of these people in case of sickness and 
accident. . 

Mr. MANN. No; the Government is not responsible at all. 
I do not even know whether this woman belonged to an Indian 
tribe or not. There is no information here on that subject, nor 
whether the Indian tribe had any funds, nor whether the funds 
are liable for any services rendered to the Indians. Does the 
gentleman claim that when an Indian comes to Washington and 
gets drunk and gets injured the Go.-.ernment has to pay the 
doctors who attend him? 

Ha-.e we reached that point where whatever happens to an 
Indian they can come to the Treasury of the United States for 
1·eimbursement? 

Mr. EVANS. I do not think so, Mr. Chairman, but this case 
does appeal to me. 

Mr. MA..."li{N. I think the doctor has appealed to the gen
tleman. 

1\Ir. EVANS. I think that some orie should take care of this 
part:v, the Indian being a ward of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose if this person had been a white per
son without money precisely the same thing would have been 
done that was done in this case. 

Mr. EVANS. I anticipate that that is so. 
. Mr. MANN. If anybody is to pay the bills, it ought to be 

the municipal authorities of the city or of the State of Mon
tana. Doctors have to fnrnish more or less services of this 
kind free, and they aim to make it up off the rich, because 
they made their bills according to the size of the pile of the 
patient. 

Mr. EVANS. I take it from the report of the Indian Office 
that if they had had any funds available they would have 
paid the bill. They thought the bill was a just bill, but said 
they had no funds. The matter was investigated by the Indian 
agent. · 

Mr. MANN. They ~aid that there was no fund applicable 
for the payment of this matter, but whether there were any 
funds that could be appropriated I do not know. 

1\!r. FOSTER. I notice that the railroad company paid $40. 
If there was no liability, why did they pay $40? 

. Mr. EV Al~S. I do not know. They paid that much and de
clined to pay more. 

1\Ir. CAl~TOR. There is no liability in this case on the part 
of the Government. · 

Mr. FOSTER. No; it would be just a gift. · 
The CH.AIRUAN. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 

GOSHEN & DECKERTOWN RAILWAY CO. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was 
the bill (H. R. 17086) for the relief of the Goshen & Decker
town R;lilway Co. 

The Clerk read the bill, as fo11ows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, oot of any money in' the Treas
ru·y not otherwise appropriated to the Goshen & Deckertown Railway 
Co. the sum of $158.41, illegahy collected from said company under 
the excise tax act of August 5, 1909, for the years ending December 
31, 1909, and December 31, 1910, by reason of the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in th~ cas, of McCoacb collector 
against the Mine Hill & _Schuylk1ll Haven llailt·oad Co., rbm·ted iri 
Two hundred and twenty-eighth United States Reports, page 295. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con id
era tion of the bill ? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be laid a ide to be reported to tlle 

House with a favorable recommendation. 
PATERSON & HUDSON RIVB:Jit RAILROAD CO. 

The next buRiness in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 17074) for the relief of the Paterson & Hudson 
River Railroad Co. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appt·opriated, to the Paterson & Hudson River Rail
road Co. the sum of $481, taxes illegally collected under the excise taA 
act of August 5, 1909, for the year ending December 31, 1~09, under 
the decision of the ·Supreme Couz·t of the United States in the cast· of 
McCoach, collector, a~aJnc- t the Mine H1ll & Schuylkill Haven Railroad 
Co., reported in Two nundred und twenty-eighth United '&tates Heports, 
page 295. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present considera· 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable t·ecommendation. 

PRESTON B. C. LUCAS. 

The next business in order ·on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of Preston B. C. Lucas. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows·: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au

thorized and directed to pay to Preston B. C. Lucas the sum of $:JOO, 
which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, I think we 

ought to have some explanation of this matter. 
1\fr. HAWLEY. This claim arise~ out of the resuney of 

public lands. Mr. Lucas took a home tead claim, on which he 
made proof in 190~. This land had been surveyed by the Go,·
ernment in 1898 and the corners established as Mr. Lucas had 
found them when he filed on the land. He had taken the lines 
as they had been established by the survey of 1 9. He built 
his house and other improvements on the corner where there 
was a little stream furnishing good water and where there was 
a good piece of land to cultivate. 

After he had filed on the land, proved up on it under the 
survey, and got his patent, the question was raised as to the 
accuracy of the suney of 1 98. Another party filed on a 
piece of land just north of his and claimed that the improve
ments made by Lucas was on the land of the second party and 
to which he was properly entitled . 

The question of the line between the two claims was tried 
out in the court after the county surveyor had run the lines 
over again and reestablished the corners, and the court and the 
surveyor decided in favor of Mr. Lucas. The party who made 
the seoond entry appealed to the United States GoYernment Land 
Office, on the ground that a former survey had been made in 
1878, and that under the survey of 1878 the land as entered by 
the second entryman should be delimited by the survey of 
1878 instead of the survey of 1898. A deputy inspector of sur
veys was sent out and decided on the lines of the original sur
vey. That took away from 1\Ir. Lucas some 20 acres of his 
patented land with all of his improvements on it. He took 
every precaution before locating his house or improvements. 
He privately employed a surveyor to go over the lines, and went 
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down to the land office in Portland and examined the records, 
and there found that the second survey had been made in 1898, 
accepted by the Government, and paid for. I do not know 
whether he was aware of any former survey or not, but he 
knew about the latest survey accepted by the Government, and 
undoubtedly, in hi$ mind, that was the final and controlling 
survey. . . 

. Mr. FOSTER. As I understand from the reading of the re
port, he sett1ed on this land and, as he thought, · had gotten a 
piece of land des(!ribed by the sun·eyor of the United States, 
and afterwards some one filed n claim to a part of the land 
which this man claimed belonged to him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. FOSTER. And be secured the services of the county sur

veyor, and he went over the land and found that the lines were 
20 rods over on Mr. Lucas, and thereby the other party secured 
some of the improvements that were made on the land. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Lucas went on the land and located his 
entry under the survey of 1803, which lines were run by Bran
son in that year. That survey was accepted by the Govern
ment, paid for, and became public notice to everybody that that 
was the suney and boundary of that particular quarter sec
tion. Mr. Lucas proved up on it and got his patent. After 
all this happened, the party. locating north of Mr. Lucas raised 
the question that the Branson survey was not the true line; 
that there had been a forlner survey in 1878 by Meldrum. - The 
question. of what the . county surveyor may have done would 
have no bearing on this question as far as the United States 
Government was concerned. 

But Mr. Lucas, as I said before. took every precaution to as
certain where the line established by the United States ran. 
After he had proved up and gotten his patent this person on 
the north, claiming the Meldrum line wps the true line, asked 
the United States Government to rerun the line or reexamine 
the surveys, and go out there and establish a line. That ex
aminer was assigned to do the work, and he went out there 
and decided in favor of the :Meldrum line, run in 1878, as against 
the Branson line, run in 1898, and that decision of the examiner 
a~ between the two .lines took away some 20 acres of land pat
ented to Mr. Lucas. 

Mr. FOSTER This man knew about the two surveys when 
he went onto tbe land. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no special word from· him, but I 
think that it might be supposed that be had some knowledge 
thnt there was a former survey. 

Mr. FOSTER. He h."!lew the two surveys differed, and be 
took his chances on the last survey, as I understand. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit, . 
when the Government makes a resurvey of. a piece of land, 
that is almost uniformly accepted as the real survey. It is re
run on account of the corners of the original survey having 
been obliterated, the witness trees destroyed, or some other 
thing having happened that makes the former survey no longer 
traceable. Then they sePd out a man to resurvey the line, 
and the new or latest survey is the official survey in. almost 
every instance. I know of a .number of resurveys, and I do 
not recall of any case other than this one where they have held 
the second survey was not the official survey, and it was put 
on the records of the Government and became public notice to 
everybody that that was the boundary line. 

M:r. FOSTER. That was the second survey? 
Mr. HAWI,EY. Yes. 
Mr. FOSTER. But it seems the man did not take any pre

caution to find out which one was right. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, be took every precaution. He made 

every examination as to where the lines were, and went to the 
land office in Portland and got in touch with the officials there, 
or did so through his representative, I have forgotten which. 
and they told him about the Branson survey and where the lines 
ran. 

1\Ir. llONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MO~'DELL. Perhaps the record discloses the ·fact but 

I have not gone over it carefully. Can the gentleman teil me 
when the entryman discovered thnt his lands w.ere north of 
the tract which be had sought to enter? 

Mr. HAWLEY. After he got kis patent. 
Mr. MO:NDELL. In the meantime had some one settled upon 

the other tract? . 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. Yes; after he had gotten his patent. 
Mr. MO~'DELL. And this other man was claiming the land 

on which his improvements were? 
~Ir. HAWLEY.· Yes. . 
Ur. MO!\'DELL. And the other party did hold the improve

ments and utilize them? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. The other party, after the Government 
decided in favor of the Meldrum survey, was sued by Mr. Lucas 
in the State district court for the value of the improvements in 
order that be might exhaust every remedy be had in the local 
courts, and the court held that Mr. Lucas was damaged without 
recourse, and that the party taking the new claim to the north 
was entitled to the improvements, and he has them now without 
any compensation to Lucas . 

Mr. MANN. Did not Mr. Lucas win the suit? 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. That was about the boundary, but not about 

the improvements. 
Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. As I understand this case, Mr. Lucas made a 

homestead entry, and made it in accordance with the boundary 
line as fixed by the surveyor who had surveyM a certain town

. ship under contract with the Government? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. And that surveyor had fixed the northern bound

ary line of that township on a certain marked line, and he 
ran his homestead entry up to that north line? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. And that the Government also had another sur

veyor under contract to survey the township to the nortb , and 
that surveyor bad fixed the south boundary line of the township 
to the north .farther south than the Lucas surveyor, if I may 
use that term, had fixed the northern line of the township? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. So that there was an overlapping of the town

ship lines? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. And that subsequently the Government sent a 

new surveyor there and he established the township line as 
true, according to the southerly boundary of the township 
lying to the north? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of the first survey. 
Mr. MAl\TN. That being the case, does the Government, 

when it makes a survey of land, insure the correctness of tha t 
survey? 

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Government makes a survey of 
lands and accepts entries by an entryman and the entryman 
goes on the land and puts on valuable improvements, the Gov
ernment, after be has gone on there and accepted th.e suney 
last established by the Government, the one most plainly 
marked, ought not to deprive him of tba t land. 

Mr. MANN. But the Government does not deprive him of 
any land, fot be never bad it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; they patented it to him. 
1\fr. ·MANN. Oh, no; the Government patented him the 

northeast corner of a certain section, if it happened to be the 
northeast corner. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the patent run under the last survey. 
Mr. MANN. The patents do not say under the last survey. 

The patent runs describing a certain piece of a section in a 
certain township. I dare say that the Government surveys 
throughout the portion of the country where I was raiset'l 
have all been corrected, that there is not a single line now run
ning the way it ran 75 years ago, and that no one of them was 
absolutely accurate; and I dare say that very few of them are 
accurate now. What does the Government do? It lets a con
tract to a surveyor to go and survey so much for a certain 
consideration on a contract basis. There is no guaranty on 
the part of the Government that the surveys so made are abso
lutely accurate and they never are. Now, does the- Govern
ment became a guarantor when it gives a man a piece of 
property that the survey which tbe Government has caused 
to be made, according to a time-established custom, must be 
accurate, and, if not accurate, must the Government pay the 
man any damage that he has been put to or any damage for 
property tba t he loses? 

Mr. HAWLEY. When the Government establishes a survey 
and accepts an entry under it and a man makes improvements 
on it, and then it is resurveyed in order to establish a true lin~. 
and the man makes every possible effort to find out where the 
true line runs, and the Government issues to him a patent on 
that land as applied for under the latest accepted survey, it 
ought not thereafter to change the line last run. plainly estab
lished and accepted by the Government, and thereby deprive him 
of a portion of the land, especially that on which his improve
ments are made, ·and give it to some other person who makes 
entry after this first entryman has received patent. · 

Mr. MAl\~. Of cotu-se the Government ought to have people 
who do everything perfectly, but the Lord has not made that 
kind yet. Now, you have two sets of surveyors working toward 
the same line. One of them estabiishes a line at a certain place 
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:and ·the ,Qtber .one., .comlng from th~ other direction. estnbHSbes file north e1rum~d tbr.t lthe corner was farther no.rth, ·and he ·a-p
what should lbe the sa:rue line a few teet away. Of-course tha-:t ·Js .pealed .to the department. 'Tbe -depHrtment then ordered a J'e
mac.curate, ·but that bru~ been tile way the world.{)\er from time 1 'traeing -.of the town hip ltne~ and Mr. 'Douglass was sent there 
immemorial. Of course the Go-v-ernment -does not ,guarantee /that l l'or t'hat purpose-to ascertain wllere the true corner wa~ on the 
1B eorrect-- trownshlp Une--and wllen that wa:s ascertained it was moYed 

Mr. FOSTER. Tbe .Government in lssuing a iJlomes.tea.tl pat-ent ; ft~ rther south. 'l'hat survey wa approved. and they der-"l'i ,·ed 
·doe not guarantee. Mr. Lucas of his land. It seems to me that this i8 an equitable 

Mr. MANN. No; it does not state hnt the line is. -claim. 
Mr. FOSTER. It does not give the line-- 'l'he 'CHA'.IilliAN. Is there objection to the p1·esent constd-
Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; the Go,.;ernment-does give tbe line. .erntion uf the bill? 
Mr. FOSTER. It gh·es the patent-- Mr. FOSTER. 1 object, Mr. :Chairman. 
1\Ir. MAl\'N. "By de cripti-on F. w. SCHULTZ. 
1\fr. FOSTER. By description. 
Mr. HAWLEY. No; it goes further ·thrm :that. ·yon ·can not Mr. DILLON. 'Mr~ DbaiTrnnn. "I ~!'ill: unanimous consent to 

mn"ke entry before the 1and is surveyed and the sur~y accepted. ~ back to ±he bill a .R. 15513, No . .3.t8 tOn the .calendar, for :tlle 
-The surveyor -eomes and makes a sun·ey and the examiner ap- ~teUef •Of F. W . .Schultz. 
pro\es it and the General Lflnd Offiee accepts it. -The Govern- The CHMlnlA.."I'. 'The gentleman fr..om ·south Dakota aSks 
ment establishes the lines, and under the establi-shed fines the '11Dan1mous oonsent to return to No. 218 on .the eaiendar. Is 
entryman 1 entitled ·to mn'.ke his entry. So the Government 1 tller.e objectionJ 
-establishes the lines befor-e -the entryman gets the land, and the 1 ~ FOSTER. lte;erving 'the right to object--
Go,erument ought not to <'hange the boundary and ilertriYe the .Mt. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what is that 
man of his land after he goes on the land. -proYes up on it. and 1 -elnjm? 
Teeei\es patent for it as ·aJJpliw for under a suney accepted by 1 Mr. DILLQ~. Tlle gentleman from 1\linnesota [:Mr . . SMITH] 
1:he Go\ernruent. IDade an !Objection. und i ask to return to it ·1n 'Order that it 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not 'be1ieve we 'Ought to establish 'SUCb ·a may be recon£idere(l. 
question by this kind of a bill 1 .Mr. -rosTER. W·hat is 'that? 

Mr. MO~TDELL. Mr. Cha'irmnn, -reserving fhe ·right to olr 1 Mr. DILLON. That is a post-o.ffiee -case, No. 318' on the eal-
ject, the gentleman from Oregon is correct tbn t ordinarily the , endar. 
Government does <guamntee to a mrrn the monumented aTea Mr. FOSTER. I object to that m;yse1f. 
that he enters. That is the only guaranty they C<:l.B give 1him, r ESTATES 'OF JOHN FRAZER A'l\"'1> ZEPHANIAH KINGSLEY, DECEASED. 

that if he enters a piece of land that is described correctly, the ' 1\Ir. :CLAll'K of Florida. Mr. Chnirman. 1 ask unanimous 
land he receives. 'is the tt·act as morru:mented. It mnry be -de- consent to go J>nek to the biJJ wbicb is No. 330 on the calendar, 
'Seribed differently -on a plat somewhere. but ·the laoo he Teceives H. It 1.2679, to _giYe the Court of Claims jurisdiction to heaT 
'is tbe land thttt i-s monument:ed. ·The Government does not fi.D.d adjudge the cla1ms nf the es.tnte of Jobn Frazer, deceased, 
guarantee the acreage. There may .be more or less., but 1t .does and of the estate of Ze_phanhih Kingsley, deceased. 
guarantee him that the land wtthjn certain limit is 'bls. This ~ The CHA.1IDIA ... r. Tb.e gentlerunn froru l~'lo.rida .asks unarii
is a Yery unusunl case. There He -very few -cases of this "Sort ' mons consent to revert to blll wltb ca1cndar No . .330. Is there 
where one sun-ey overruns ano-ther and both surveys ar-e ac- objection? 
cepted, or where there have been two Govemment s.uneys over- Mr. 1\IAJ\"N. Re8erving the right to object, wbat does .that 
lapping eaCh -other, botb tlppro,·ed. I know of ·many cnses where ' mean-to ask urutnimous consent for its consideration? 
there is a bintos between township 'Rnd range boundaries. f do "The CH.AIR~.f~'l. The gentleman asks to revert to it. 
not remember hwv·iug benrd of a <;ase where township boundaries I .Mr. MA.N~. I .have no objectiun to -b~wing the question 
of accepted -surYeys ov{'rlapped e~wh other -witb monuments in , .stnted .again as to whether --or .not there is objection. I do n.ot 
place. There ffi certainly an equity bere. and it is not the sort wish to foreclose. 
of case th:lt is going to occur very often. thongb tber.e are many 1 '£he CILUJ..UIAN. The g-entlemnn from Florida asks unani
-cases where tbere is a -question as to the location of. the lines of ·mons consent to :r-en~rt to Calendar .No. 330. Is tb.ere -objec
suney and where the determinntion :by the settler as to survey I tion? [.After 11 pause.] The Chair hears .none. The Clerk will 
corners is 11fterwards pro,·en to 'be erroneous. , r.eport tbe ,title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where the change was made and in Teference i The Clerk .read as follow.s: 
to not find!ng 'the --cot·net.·s. _ . A bill (H. R. 1267fl) to give tbe .Court oi Claims jurisdiction to bear 

Mr. l\10~DELL. There are many cases where Jt -is practically tmCI -adjudge ·the claims of the estate of John Frazer, deceased, and ot 
impossible to find the corners ·and be afterwru.·ds so.Jie.rs serious 1 ·tbe estate of Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased. 
loss by reflson of thl-lt fact. The CHAIRMAN. The bill has already been reported. Is 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is on t'he Government c.orner. there <Objection to the present consideration of tbe bill? 
.Mr. MO!S'DELL. This is a ease where there is no -doubt about J\lr. 1\lA.."\'N. I object. 

the l\fel<lrurn survey having been accepted. and ~Ieldrmn wtts a .Mr. CLAnK of Jl'lorida. M-r:· Chairman, will not tbe gentle-
man w·bo wade a good many surveys for t.he Go•ernment 11 nd 'has 1 tman withhold his objection? 
a good reputation. as I recall it, as a surveyor. '!'hen tbere .came :Mr. 1\l.A....."\N. I will ·reserve the right to objeet. 
-a suudivL'>ion suney, where a m<ln was ..supposed ·to have closed I Tbe CHAfR:\1AN. Does the gentleman from Florida {Mr. 
on the l\leldrum line. The 'Go,·ernment assumed •fba.t its agent 1 CLARK] _desire to make a .:Statement? 
-closed on the Meldrum line or the SUI'Yey would not have been Mr. CLAHK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I trunk there m1.1st 
accepted. As -a marter -of fnct. he did not close on the Meldrum have been some mi ·understadi,ng as to the purpose of this bill. 
1ine, but ran beyond it. The -GoT'ernment is clearly bound by I want to state to the ,gentleman from Dlinois [:\Ir. l\lANN] 
what he did. 1t established two separate and distinct sun-eys. that I think he misunderstands its pUTpose. ·The bill, 1\tr. 
Jt is a ve1·y unusual cu.se. and tt is not a C}l se that will est<iblish Cha'irllllln, is -simply to refer to the Court of Clnims this case 
1t serious }Jrecedent. .ln many years -experience in public-land for the purpose of haTing the court eorudder the unpaid J>Ortion 
·mntters and in public-1and States 1 do not recall I .}\er beard of -or res~C1ue of tlle awards bffetofore made. It is not n question 
just uch a case. This man locnted on ·land :1s the .Government -of 'interest; it is not a question of the Go-vernment pnying inter
described by monuments. There is no question about that. est to a private claimnnt, but it is for the JHH'IJO. e of the Gov
Then a Government sune:vor came Hlong, and they held that tbP. , ernment paying a portion of an award which hns ab olutely 
former surv~y was the -etficinl towl:lShip line nnd ·tm1st stnnd. been rmide. And 'I might talk far a great length of ·time and I 
-The Government saw fit to accept the Meldrum or former survey . think I could not make it any .Plainer ·thnn that. I sincerely 
-as the official sur,·ey, and in so deing they deprived this Ill1l.D of trust the gentleman will not object. but will let this matter, ~o 
'Property that had been patented to him. 1 to the Court of Claims. The court can tm~e8tigate the whole 

l\lr. DfLLON. 1\lr. Cbairlllim. 1 rnatle 'SOmewhat of an 'inves- -situation. and if a part of the awnrd hns not been paid nnd tlre 
tigatien of this ·c1nim as a member of the sub:.:ommittee. As I GoYernment still owes thnt portion of the a-wnrd, the 'Govern
unoerstnnd the facts, they a1·e these: The ~1eldrum ·surrey was ment ought to pay it. 1t i. not a que,;;tJon, ns I sta-ted 11 mo
mnde in 1 78, and the township lines were estnblished; the ment -ago, of a private individual seeking to recover interest 
Go,·ernmerrt accepted the sur,·ey of the towru hip 'lines. In upon a claim against the GoYernment, but a Pl'ivnte indiTirtunl 
1.898 iBranson became the surveyor of the i·nterior sections o'f seeking to rcco\er n portion of an award give-n against the G-ov
the township and made 11 , un·ey of the same, and when Brnn- [ ernment which b?.s neYer been paid. And I ho-pe the _gentle
:son made his suney t:be -Government aecepterl it. Mr. Lucns ; man will nllow the court to pass on it 
made his filing and recehed his patent under the Branson I l\Ir. MAXN. Mt·. Chairman, of course my information in re
"urvey. Now, they had -a suit in court, Lucas winning the suH. f gard to the bill ·comes from 'the report. In this cnse I know 
~h{' 11atent was i...,sued to him. Tbe party who borders him on ! nothing whatever about the bill except fTom "the report and gen-
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eral historical information which we all have ln reference to 
the treaty under which we acquired Florida. I notice the re
port says that by the t~eaty of 1819 between Spain and the
United States, by which Spain ceded Florida to the United 
States, the UnHed States was obligated to make full satisfac
tion to the citizens of Spain for injuries by the unlawful op
erations of the American Army in Florida. Congress · provided 
that these claims should be examined and adjusted by the judges 
of the courts of Florida, and the awards were made for the 
claimants. The judges allowed damages. and as a part of the 
damages they allowed interest on the value of the property de
stroyed. 

The 'l'reasury Department paid the face or principal value (If 
the judgment, but refused to pay that part of the damages which 
was assessed as interest. This ruling was made by the then 
Secretnry of the Treasury. It has frequently been followed by 
<ither Secretaries of the Treasury. Opiniems- of the Attorneys 
General, Yarious ones, have been given, sustaining the ruling of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, though Daniel Webster, accord
ing to the report, thought that it should be paid. The questiou 
went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and that conrt 
de@ided that it ·,vas for the Treasury Department to determine. 
Now, the only claim they wish to refer to the Court of Claillls 
is the right to recover interest on these awards. Of cours~. 
if there is any reason for the Go>ernment paying interest on 
the original awards, there is the arne reason for our paying 
interest on the interest from 1819 down to date. There might 
be the same reason for compounding, although I will not say 
that. It might be quite a tidy sum by now. 

Ur. CLARK of Florida. 1\ir. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
permit me, this is not a claim for the interest on the awards. 
· Mr. l\IANN. That is what the report says it is. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
.Mr. l\IA~"'N. Let me read what the report says. I think the 

gentleman must have been readi..ng some other portion of the 
report. I read : 

In those cases in which awards were made for claims the judges 
allowed damages and, as part of the damages. interest on the value of 
the property destroyed. 

Mr. CLARK or Florida. Which became a part of the awardE 
:Mr. :MAl'lN. 'Vell, that" is interest. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. There was no a ward until the court 

rendered its decision. 
Mr. AIANN. There was no legal award in that case. at all 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. We are not claiming the interest on 

the award. 
Mr. 1\IANN. The gentleman is claiming interest on the value 

of the property which was destroyed. I read again from the 
report: 

The Treasury Department paid the face or principal value of these 
judgments, but reft1sed to pay that part of the damages which was 
assessed as inte1·est. 

Now, I do not guarantee tlle correctness of the report, which 
I assume the gentleman from Florida had something to do with 
preparing.' · 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I had not. " 
Mr. 1\:IANN. He should have had. In a complicated case like 

this a gentleman introducing a bill ought to see that the report 
is correct. That is what the report stated. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. · Well, I had seen the report before it 
was made. 

Mr. MA....~N. The Treasury paid the principal of this judg
ment, but refused to pay that part which was assessed as inter
est. Is there any more reason why we should pay interest from 
181!), when this property was destroyed, down to 1834 than 
there is why we should pay interest during the balance of the 
time? The interest on this sum, if compounded, whatever it 
was to begin with, would amount to quite a tidy &urn. Now 
the gentleman proposes to send this to the Court of Claims in a 
way where the judgment has no chance at all .. As the boys say, 
it "would not have a show for its white alley." It is fixed so 
that the Court of Claims would be required to enter judgme!lt. 

Mr. CLARK of ·Florida. 1\Ir. Chairman, if my friend wi'll 
permit me--

1\fr. MANN. I was trying to obtain information. 
1\Ir. CLARK of Florida. I wnnt to say this, if the gentleman 

will permit me-the record says this: . 
By the t1·eaty of 1819 Spain ceded Florida to the United States. 

The ninth · artkle of that treaty obligated ·the United States to make 
full satisfaction to the citizens of Spain for the injuries by the unlaw
ful. operations of the Americn.n Army in l!'lorida. 

Now, the United States assumed that obligation to pay to the 
citizens of Spain the damages which had accrued to them by 
the unlawful operations of the American Army in Florida. 
These cases went to the courts of Florida, and in these cases in 
which the awards were made for claims the judges allowed 

damages, and, as part of the damages, interest on the value of 
the property destroyed. 

Now, this was a question of two nations dealing ·with each 
other, not a question of a claim of a private citizen in the begia
ning as against the Government· of the United States or any 
other Go\ernment. They were adjusting the claims of one 
nation as against the other, and the court, in construing this 
ninth article of the treaty, held that these parties were en
titled, as a part of the damages, to interest up to the time that 
the awards were made. · 

Now, there is no pretense here of claiming interest on the 
awards that were made, but an accounting officer of the Treas
ury saw fit to eliminate the interest up to the time of the award 
and simply paid the principal amount of the damages, the actual 
value of the property, whatever it was. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Florida thinks these were judicial awards-judgments that 
were entered? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. These were awards made by the 
courts of Florida. 

Mr .. MANN. Well, the gentleman is in error. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I · think not. 

·1\fr. MANN. Congress provided for the judges--
Mr. CLARK of Florida. In these claims where awards were 

made to the claimants the judges allowed damages, and, as 
part of the damages, interest on the value of the property 
destroyed. 

1\fr. MANN. That is correct, that Congress provided in 1832 
or 1834, or about that time--

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In 1823 and in 1832 and 1834 it 
provided that the claims should be examined and adjusted by 
the judges of the courts of Florida named in the acts. 

Mr. MANN. They could not render judgments. That was 
the very thing that the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Supreme Court decided that 
they had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. l\IANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The Supreme 
Court decided that the judges of the cour;ts of Florida could 
not render judgments. They could make findings of fact; that 
those findings of fact were reviewable by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and the Secretary of the Treasury, reviewing the 
findings of fact, allowed the face of the claim as a wards. 

Mr. CLA.RK of Florida. Yes. 
Mr. AL<\.NN. And declined to allow the interest. Now, they 

took the case to the Supreme Court for the purpose of getting 
these awards declared to be judicial awards and not within 
the control of the Secretary of the Treasury. The Supreme 
Court decided against them. I should like to ask the gentle
man a question. Here are the French spoliation claims, arising 
under a treaty of 1803, I believe, with France, by which this 
country bound herself to pay the damages of our merchant
marine owners in the contests between this country and France. 
We ha>e paid some of them. We have findings in a good 
many. Does the gentleman think that if we pay them we 
ought to pay interest on them? The cases are on all fours. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I think that if the 
Government of the United States establishes a tribunal to ad
just claims of this character between one nation and another, 
which claims the United States assumes, the United States in 
all honor ought to be bound by the decisions of its own tribunal, 
created by itself, acting for it, having knowledge of all of the 
facts, ·and when that tribunal makes an award the United 
States ought surely to keep faith. 

Mr. MAl~. Agreeing with the gentleman entirely and 
finding that the Supreme Court of the United States has de
cided that the tribunal of last resort in this case was the 
Secretary of the Treasmy and that we have paid all claims 
that the Secretary of the Treasury found to be due, why is 
not the gentleman willing to take that decision, which he 
says we ought to take? · 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the ger~eman say the Su
preme Court of the United States ever decided that this interest 
ought not to be paid up to the time of the a ward? 

Mr. MANN. The Supreme Court never decided one wny or 
the other nbout it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; they held that they hnd no 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. MANN. They held that it was within the control of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit me, a 
case in\olving the point was taken to the Supreme Court, which 
held that they bad no jurisdiction of the matter. That was the 
case of the United States v. Ferreira (14 How., 40, 47) . 
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Mr. MANN. I d-o not knuw what the gentleman is reading ernment t-o go into its own court with its own citiz'en-s rmd de-
from. termine the questlon as to 1iability once nu<1 foi' .all1 The 

Mr. CL.ABK of Florida.. I am read1ng 'from the report. Government ought to {]o right when the Government expects the 
Mr. 1\I.Al\'"N. They entertained jurisdiction of the ea-se. Tbey -citizens 'ef the c~untry to Jo right. 

decided the case. To say tha:t they had no jurisdiction oQf the Mr. 1A"l\TN. If the Gon~rnment was not a soft mark such a. 
case is idle. statement as the gentl.nJ.an from Florida makes would not be 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am re11ding from the report. made. Anybody who enn sue a dtizen -can ·sue the Go..-ernment, 
1\Ir. ~'\~. They -said they had no jurisdleti<m to rendel" ~xcept in ::1 case of frnud. But in this c~1se. where you ean not 

judgment, because it was a matter not for the courts. but for sue a citizen under similar conditions, then the people want 
the admiuistrath·e officers. Now. the gentleman seeks by an special legislation to get ~nto the Court of Claims against the 
ad of Congress to reTerse that decision of the Supreme Conrt. -Government. Th-ere wnu1d be no suit here He against a citizen 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentleman will permit, [ am if this were a matter between two citizens. 
going to :re~-d all of this. 1\Ir. CLARK of Fiorid::t. 'Why not? 

Mr. ~IA?\~. I hope not all-of thnt decision. Mr. 1\IANN. You e1m bring a su!t in the Court of Claims now. 
1\lr. CLARK of Florida. No; ·all 'Of this pal'!lgraph of the Mr. CLARK of Florida. And run up against the statute of 

report: limitations. 
A case involving tbe po1nt was taken to the -supreme Court, which Mr. MAJ\'N. Yes; but that is not alL If H w:as between two 

held that it had no jut·isdiction of the case. {U. S. "'· Ferri!ira, 13 <Citizens and the matter had been· delegated for :ndjudication to 
How .• 40, 47.) Tlu! court. how-ever:. proctwded tB render an opinion one ot the offieers of the Co•e.rnrnent .and be tad decided H. that 
in the case, holding that the power of revision and control had been 1..,. d · th ttl 
vPsted in the Secretar) of the Treasury. It the .court bad no jurisd'ic- wou u en It as to e c zen. But not so as to the Go,·ernment. 
tion in the case, th{!n 1t would seem that uny 'Opinion l't might .give Here is a case where the Supreme Court bns decided against the 
therein would be nothing .more than a me1-e dicta and not law. people, where se-.~ml Secretaries of the Treasury ha \'e decided 

Mr. l\!ANN. The gentleman ls l.'eading the opinion .of an a~miust them, where se,·eral Attorneys General of the nlted 
ttttorney now. States have d-ecided agaim:t them, and yet my friend from Flor-

Mr. CLAUK of Florida. f ·nm reading the report, with wbi~h ida -says this Government ought to treat them us well as clt
I agree. Here is the Court of Claims. organized by the United izens. If this hnd been between two citizens there ne•er would 
States; and surel.v we can trust the Court of Cla4ms to ,do have been but one decision, and yet they have had half a dozen 
ample and exact justice in this matter. Tbese al'e old mntters decisions ,or more akeady. 
that have been hnnging for yenrs. There bas 'beeu no 1aeoos 1\Ir. CLARK of Fl~rirla. Will th.e gentleman nnme a Supreme 
'On the p::~rt of these claimants. an-d I wisb the geut1em:m w<ruld Court decision where they have decided against the payment of 
·not object, but that he would tiet this mntter go to the Court these daims? 
of Claims. smd let that court say wbp,ther <Ol' not the Gov- 1\Ir. MAXX I did nvt say thnt. It went to the Supreme 
ernment, under the hnv. ls bound to 'P"Y this part of the award. Court and the court deci-ded ngainst you and said it was a mat
Interest up to the tlme of the making ~f H, if the gentleman· ter for the Secretary of the Treasury to d(>termine. Se•eral 
desires to call it interest. but no interest on the awnrd itself . . Secretaries .of the Treasury have decided against these elaim· 
-They held thnt that w.ns a part "Of the measure ()f d.almtges up ants. · 
to that time, and rendered the award accordin~.y. I lhink the Mr. CLARK ot Florida.. But the award had been rendered 
gent1em::~n-- in their fR vor. How does the gentleman get J•id of the award? 

.Mr. M.A...~"N. It i-s really tmpussib1e-- l\lr. M.A .. ~?\. Has the gentleman e\·er rend the .award? 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Govenment mn riSk nothillg by 1\Ir. CLAllK of Florida. Let me as"k the gentlemHn a goes-

allowing tlrls to go to the Court {)f Cla:inm. tion: Suppose two indhiduals agree to 4Hbitrnte .a matter. sol· 
Mr. MA!i!'I. I am renlly becoming -cennnced that the ·gentle- emn1y enter into it under the statutory regulation, and the 

man from Florida is in earnest in urging this. I thought at l:lmtrd is mad-e under that arbitration, \\Onld not the gentleman 
first thH t it was Jlro forma. think that the part1es w1re boun-d by it; would not they be 

Mr. CLARK Df Florida~ I :am h. earnest. held to it? 
M.r. MANN~ I am now convinced :that the :gentleman is tn 1\fr. MA.~N. That is not this ca!'<a In this .case they ma-de a 

earnest. · finding as ·the Court -of Clai.rus makes findings every day as to 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I baT.e rqnHe a number r0f con- the value of property t:1keu. It did not tal~e any brains to say 

stituents wbo hn•e -claims 'Of this character. that interest .ought or should not amount to so much. 
Mr. 1\fA...'XN. They -onght to put -them iin a basket with the Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will .the gentlenum answer this 

French spoti.ati{ln .claims. question? 
Mr. CLARK of Flot1dn. N-o. The -gentleman must know tllat Mr. 1\IA.....'IN. I will if I can, .although I am not ~n the wit. 

this .question is by no means tree from doubt. Here was D· niel :ness stand in this case. 
Webster differing entirely from these accounting offi~s of the Mr. CLARK of };'lorida. At whose instance were these 
'Tt·easury. awrtrds m::~de; \\ho provided tbe tribunal? 

Mr. IANN. I -suppuse he had the French spoliation claims Mr. ~!ANN. Congress provided th-at these people eould go to 
1n mind.. , .the courts in Florida tlnd hn..-e the fincliugs ouHle. bnt .the court 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would rntber taK:e his legal Ollinion conld not render jndgment; -it wns simply to ID<tke findings. 
than that of some others. But be that as 1t may, it certainly The Supreme Court .of the United States decid-ed that they were 
~nTelops the whole situntion in :doubt. and these elaiman.ts will not awards. 
be here hammering at Congress for yeflrs :md yenrs t<> come un- 1\fr. CLAllK ~f Florid<•t. Will the gentleman po-int out the 
less a c:1se like this can go to the Court of Claims to be jrnlicially ·decision and the name of it? 

-<letermined once ~nd for alt l can not for t1le life .of me see Mr. l\lA..l\~. l will read from the report: 
any possible objection to that. The !act that these clatms are old sbonld not miUtate against thelll 

Mr. l\l.AN. r. Would the gentleman be willing to add to this It they are just. 'I'h.at they .ari! just has been fi·equently held by com
bUl a IJrovision that the French spoliation clnims should go to mlttees of CongTess. -Tbe main question in issue. or one of the questions, 

bas been whether the findin.~s of tbe jndgf."s who Wl"l'e glven ,im·t Cllc· 
i:he Court of C::lajms with authority to render judgment? tion to hNtr tbe c..'l.St's were jumeisl awards m- whPtb-er they were mere 

1\Ir. CLARK of Florida. That would simply mean to kill the administrative findinJ:s. subject to the su.pelwisot·y authoJ:lty Qf tho 
bill. The gentleman knows that. Secretar.Y of the Tt·easury. 

1\I.r. lL-\N~. Oh, wen. I would not be in favor of doing it Mr. CLARK of Florida. -On wbat page -of the report? 
myself, if the gentleman would. Do not misunderstand me. Mr. 1\lANN. .Page 2 of the report. The geut.J.enum ougbt 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If those cnses cnme h:ere for a henr- to be as familiar with it as I am. I :nm l'endln,g from the 
1ng I shGul-d expect to pass on them in view of the f:tcts in the second complete paragraph from the top, on pnge 2. 
case. These are the !acts in thi case; The.e ~Jeople believe 1\lr. CLARK of Florida. lAmie! WehRter when Attorney Gen-
they are entitled to this money. There is certr.inly doubt as to ~ral held strongly th:lt they were judicinl nwards. 
whether they are or not. nnd I believe this great Go\·ernment Mr. 1\lA.N.N. Certainly. He and the Supreme Court did not 
-eugbt to be fnir in this .matter. agree. 

I think there is too much of n disposWon In the House to Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Supreme Court did not pass 
. ntte.mpt here to keep the courts of the country from passing on upon that. Will the gentleman read where it did! 
claims ag11inst tlle · Government. I want to s;~y thLit the Go,·e111- 1\lr. l\IAI\~. I run-e rea.u it three times from the rep"rt ot 
ment of the puited Sbttes ought to do what the Go~ernment the House committee. I -do not guai-antee whether the report 
.requires the citizens o! this couuu·y to .do. A citizen of the is coTrect or not. 
country is f-orced into .court. He must ablde by its decision. Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the gentlem-nn will show me 
Here are a greilt nom bel' of c-ases dependent on the settlement of · where ·the Suprem-e Vourt has decided that question. I will with· 
this one principle. What barm can there be to allow 'the Gov- draw. 
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Mr. ~X:'Il. I have shown the gentleman where the commit

tee claims that the court declcterl it. I do not think the gen
tleman from Florida or myself has examined the Supreme 
Court opinion. 

.Mr. Cl...AHK of Florida. I haYe not. 
Mr . .MANX I ha \'e not. 
Mr. CLARK of l<'loridn. Neither of us know anything abont 

it except what we get from the report; but 1 do know thHt the 
Congress of the United StHtes fixed this tribunal of Florirln 
jndges to adjudicate and adjust this matter. and they found 
wh;at "'as due and dec-lared what w11S due; but the lH'Connting 
officer of the Trt>asury eliminl'lted a portion of it. and now w~ 
a1·e simply »Sking nothing hut to go to the Court of CJajms to 
determine whether It is just or not. 

Mr. DO~O\' AK l\lr. Chairnntn, the regular order. The gen
tlemen ought not to t:t ke up the whole day with just one case 
when there are so many meritorious c:lses on the c:tlendtl r. 

The CIL.UIC\IAX Is there objection to the present conside~·
ation of the bill? 

Mr. M..L~.N. I object. 
EDWARD A. THOMPSON. 

The next business In' order on the Private Calenda1• was the 
bilJ (H. It. 7287) for the relief of Edw .. ard A. Thomp~Jn. 

The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 
Be it enacted. etc .• That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and b~ Ia 

ht>I·eby. authorized and directed to pay. out ol any money In the Treae· 
ury not otherwise appropriated. the sum of $10.UOO to Edwar·d A. 
Thompson, to compensate him l'o1· the loss of his son. Harold .-\. Thomp
son. late a st>aman on the U. S. S. Georgia, who was killed In the per
formance of his duty on said ship. 

The following committee amendments were read: 
In line 5 strike out the figures "$10.000 •• anJ Insert in Iteu thereof 

the figures "$125.40." In liJJe 6, aiteJ> the word .. Thompson;• stt·tke 
out tbe remainder of ~:"aid bill and substitute the following wor·ds: 
•• and said Ed\ ard A. Thompson shall be regarded as the dnly de~·i "'· 
Dated benPficiary of the late Harold A. Thompson. a seaman on the 
U. S. S. lllinui.s, who was killed in the performance of his duty on 
said ship." 

The CHAIR:\IA~. Is there objection to tbe present coi.tsid
eru tion of the bill? 

llr. 1\l..:\~~- HeserYing the right to object. I would like to 
ask the committee if it is the intention wbere the law does 
not rn·o,·ide. for payment as a beneficiary who is dependent 
to a lwa.rs revolt SJlecial bills? If so, what is the object of 
bn,ing the law in relation to the Army and Na ''Y provi<le th<tr 
1 • ople shall be dependent in order to get this sum? Here 
is a case where the Ia w Jlrovides that on the dellth of a 
man in the Na,·y his father or mother. dependent upon him. 
shall receive six months' pay If be designates some one n s a 
beuefichny. Se,·eral times where the m;m hers failed to desig
nHte a beneficiary "·e h::n·e ordered the payment of the money, 
but In this case the father frHnkly admits that he was not 
dependent upon the boy. but it is proposed to flay him as 
thou~h he were. Of course. lhut is a nice thing, but wllnt Is 
the object in ha>ing the lnw? 

Mr. POU. l\lr. Chairman. I know nothing about the matter 
except what apr1ears In the report. 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, it Is true thnt 
the law is such that payment ean not be made excePt whert 
the beneficiary is dependent. The father of this boy, who wns 
killed while fJerforming his duty on boHrd ship, is not de
pendent and ne,·er was dependent upon that boy. He is H man 
in ordinary circumstances. lt appears to me that this is a 
mighty sma 11 award for the loss of a son. yet the committee 
saw tit to make the award. 

I do not know whe1t the policy of the committee is, becnnse 
I am not a weruber of it. I ~imply Imow the fHct, ns the father 
very honeHtly stnted that he was not der1endem upon his son, 
and that his son lost his life in tJ1e sen·ice of the GO\·ernment. 

Mr . .MAN~. We hnYe changed the htw so that now the 
beneficinry is not required to be depenrt~nt. The hoy Ci'ln mime 
the father or the motheT as the beneficiary withont any evi
dence to show that either was dependent. But this bill is ('f)D
sidered hy unanimous cons~nt. Is this committee amendment 
sati~factory to the g~ntlemnn? 

1\!r. REILLY of Connecticnt. It is not satis!aetory to me. 
for I think an award of $125 for the loss of a son is a mighty 
small one. 

Mr. MA.."VN. I do not mean if It is wholly satisfactory. bnt 
whether the gentleman is going to resist it. 

llr. Rl!~ILLY of Connecticut. I \\'ill not resist it. ns it is 
the customary six months· pny aw.u"ll. though I think there 
should be tt mncb larger amount ~h·en. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objeetion to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. SISSO~. 'tfr. Chalrman. without going into tiny lenbrthy 
discussion of the matter, I will state tllat I have bad matters 
Yery Rimihtr to this upon se,·et;al occasions, and I ob.1ect. 

Tha CHA!R)!AN. The gentleman from .Mississip}Ji objects • 

RICHARD RlGOLES. 

The •next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 13728) for the relief of Itiehard Riggles. 

The Clerk read the bilL ss follows~ 
BP. it enactetl, etc., That tbe S.eeretary of the Tr(>ftHnry be and be ts 

hE!reby, dii·er~ed to pay. out of any money In the Treasury' not other
Wise appr~p:1a~ed, the sum of $~'>.000 to Richard Ri~fooJes, In full pay
ment for IDJUrles sustainl'il by hlm on the 6th day o Febl'uary, lRRii, 
while In t he dlschat·)!e ol his duties at the navy yard, \Vasblngton, 
rc~ulting In the loss of his right leg. 

With the following committee nmendments: 
In line 5 strfke out the figures " $5.000 " and insert 1n lien thereof 

the fiJ{ures "$ii00.80.'' 
In line ~. alter the word " leg;• strike: out the period. substitute a 

colon. and add tl1e following: 
"Pro1"ided, That no n:.tt>nt. attorne-y. firm Clf attorneys. or nny pPl"

son~ Pnp;a~ed heretofore or hert>-aftPl' m [Jrf>pBring. pJ•esPntin~. or pi'Ose
ruting this claim shall, directly or indirectly, •·eceive or retain for such 
service In prepa.ring. prescntiDJ.r, or proseeunng suc..t elalm .. o•· for any 
aet wY.atf!oever in connection with this claim. any fee or compensation 
_whatsoever.'' 

The CH.UR:\IAN. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the hill? 

Mr. MAX:"\. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
let me see if I understand it. Here is 11 man who was workin~ 
in the Washington ~a,·y Yard at $1.60 ver day. He lost hi~ 
lf'~. and ns H result of that he is now worldng in the nn,·y yanl 
at the rate of $3.28 a dny. That probably does not compensate 
biru for the loss of his teg~ If he gets paid this sum. they may 
consider theruselYes justified in discharging him. He is alreall.V' 
,:!t>ttiug more thH u twice. as mucb pay without the leg as he d1J 
before with the leg. 

1\Ir. POU. But he hns not got his leg back. 
1\Ir. l\lA~N. ~o; bnt he has gotten consideration from the 

Go,·ernruent becam'e of the loss of his leg. · 
l\Ir. POU. We thought iu ,·iew of tlle fact that he was in

jured without nny fault on his part that the m<tn ought to haY'9 
f-ume compensation, and thnt is all there is to it. 

The CHAIIC\l.AX Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? [After H pause~) The Chair hear·s none. The 
quest ion is on agreeing to the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be lald aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
JOSEPH A. POWERS. 

'The next business fn order on the P1·ivvte Calenda1• was tho 
bill (H. H. 11S!J4) for 'the relief of James A. Powers. 

The Clerk read the bill. HS folfuws: 
Be it enu£ ted, etc., That there is ber·pby appropriated. out of any 

money in the Treasm·y not otherwise appropriated. the sum of $312.17 
as compensation to .James A. l'owers. a IPtter cat·rier ia the city of 
I\'!:'w York N. Y .. for Jm;l:l of sal at y and for · med;cal sm·vi~ re.,ulting 
fi'Om injuries received by him on !<'ebruary 2:{. 1912. fl:om the break· 
ing of a stool wbicb he was usin~ In his employment. 

With the fol Jowiu~ committee amendments: 
In IJne 5 stt·ike out the ti.!;'Ul't>s. ·• $:H2.li M and insert ln lien thereof' 

the figut·es "$:.!56.17."' In line 5. after the wol'd .. to." strike out the 
wot-d... " J amel:' A. l'owers " and inse1·t in Ueu thereof the word:~ 
•· Jo.sepb A. Powers." 

In line 7. after the word u salary," rtrtke out the words "and .for 
medic:al servlces:· 

Amend the title so as to read: "A bill for the relief of Joseph 
A. Powers. •• 

The CHA I IUI.A~. I~ there objection to· the present consid
eration of the bill'! 

Mr. ~1..-\..:\":'\. :\lr. Chairman. resen-ing tbe right to object, 
I \vould like to ask one que~:~tiou iu t-eference to this amend
ment. The amendment limits the reason for the aruoUllt 
wllich is to be vaid to compensati<>n for loss of &tlary while 
in the hospital. Is it intended by the committee to le<lYe this 
open so thn t the lllilD mny hereafter ha ,.e another bill brought 
for injury. hospital ch:1rges. and surgeous' bills. or is it intended 
that this sum is in full payment of all that the QQ\"ernment 
ought to p:ty? 

~lr. POU. Mr. Chairman. it is intended ns full discharge 
of any possible obligation that the Govemruent might be under 
in the premises. 

The CIL\ IIDL-iS. is there objection? f After a pause.] 
The Cbair hen I'S none. The question is on agreeing to the com
mittee nmendn1ents. 

'l'be courntittee- amendments were agreed to. 
The bifl 11s tlmeuded wa~ ordered to be laid aside witb a 

favorable recomwenda tion. 
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JOHN P. EHRMANN. 

The next business in order on the Prlvate Calendar was 
the bill (H. n. 135!11) for the relief of John P. Ehrmann. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the TrPasury be, and hE 

is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of :my moneys in the 
United States Tt·easury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$520.50 to John P. Ehrmann, in full of all claims he may have against 
the Government for injuries received by him while employed by the 
United States as foreman, gun shop, Watervliet Arsenal, N. Y., for 
loss of salary, hospital charges, and surgeon bills resulting from 
said injuries. 

With the following committee amendments: 
In line 6 strike out the figures " $520.50 " and insert in lieu thereof 

the figures "$245.50." 
In line 6, after the name " Ehrmann," strike out remainder of said 

bill and add the following words : " for loss of salary while in hospital 
suffering from injuries received by him while employed by the United 
States as foreman, gun shop, Watervliet Arsenal, N. Y." 

The CHAIR~lAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the committee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
H. E. JOHNSON ET AL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was 
House resolution 551, referring the bUl H. R. 104.9 to the ·court · 
of Claims. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 551. 

Resolved, Tbat tbe bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of H. E. Johnson, 
John It'. Shelley, Jane M. Johnson, and Duff Quinn, with .the accompany
ing papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
fot· a finding of facts and conclusions of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the resolution? 

l\Ir. MANN. · Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
there are several of these resolutions on the calendar. Does the 
gentleman from Idaho think it would be doing anybody a favor 
to refer to the Court of Claims a claim for $25 for a resident 
of Idaho? 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, these claims will be consid
ered as one, the total amount being upward of $600. Of course, 
personally 1 would much prefer to see the bill introduced passed 
instead of the resolution, but there is a desire on the part of the 
committee to secure a finding of facts in the case, and so the 
committee reported the resolution in lieu of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Has the Reclamation Service made any report 
on this? 

Mr. FRENCH. This is a matter that is directly nuder the 
Indian Department, because the Indian Department has-

Mr. MANN. Well, has the irrigation service in the Indian 
Office Illilde any report? 

.Mr. FRENCH. I understand so. 
Mr. l\IANN. What do they say? 
Mr. FRENCH. I understand the facts are such as to sub

stantiate the bill. 
Mr. MANN. Well, if this is a matter that must be in the 

end really determined by the Government administrative of
ficers, here is an irrigation sen·ice either in the Indian Office 
or 'the Reclamation Service that overflows land and a claim is 
made for $25 that is to be referred to the Court of Claims in 
Washington. 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Of course, as I say, I much prefer that the 
bill be passed instead of the resolution, but I yielded to it with 
the belief that the entire amount of the claims will be consid
er d as one. 

The CHAIRl\IAl~. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 

OFFICERS AND CREW OF STEAMER" HANCOCK." 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 16717) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay certain moneys to the officers and crew of 
the steamer Hancocl.:, or their legal representatives. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of. the Treasm·y be, and be is 

hereby, a uthorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in tbe 
-«'reasury not otbet·wisc appropriated, to the following-named members 
of the ct·ew of the steamer Hat1cock or their legal representatives the 
nms set opposite their respertive naml:'s : E. S. Wheeler, $162.81 ; 
llamlet Kent, $114.8T; Charles L. Wilson, $193.61; A. R. Crook, 
$248.81; John II. Sannert. $111.55; George Simpson, $101.01; Ellery 
Dewitt, $71.53; Harlow N. Davock1 $29.16; David Tindall, $83.20; 
together with interest thereon from august 16, 1905. . 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: -
Page 1, strike out llnes 8, 9, and 10, and on page 2 strike out lines 

1, .~. and ~. down to tbe word " five," and insert tbe following: 
E..;. S. Wheeler, $142.31 ; Bamley Kent, $83.87 ; Charles L. Wilson, 

$118.12; A. R. Crool£t $160.13; Jolm H. Sanner, $70.07 · George Simp
s~n, 63.26; Ellery. u ewitt, $45.78; Harlow N. Davock, '$19.04; David 
Tindall, 49.32; said payments being in the nature ·of relief for losses 
sustained through the sinking of the U. S. S. Hancock on the 16th day 
of August, J.905." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

l\fr. 1\IAl~N. Mt·. Cllairman, reserving the right to object, as I 
understand the case, and if I am in error I wish to be corrected 
these men were serving upon a ve el of the engineers in tll~ 
War Department. They had a collision with a steamer called 
the Hancock. . A suit was brought by the Government against 
the owners of the Hancoclc, and the suit was settled so that the 
Hancock owners paid half the loss, including the loss to the 
Go"Vernment employe~ on the Government vessel, and that that 
money they have received. 

1\Ir. POU. That is correct, only the steamer was named the 
Binghamton. 

1\lr. l\IANN. These men hired an expensive attorney-possi
bly not an expensive attorney-and now seek to have the Gov
ernment pay the other half of the loss as well as their attorney 
fees. In the first place, l\Ir. E. S. Wheeler's loss was $41. His 
proportion of the attorney's fees was $121.81, and he wants 
us to pay the total amount. His loss was $41. He has got hall 
of that already. His attorney's fees were $121.80, and he 
wants us to pay $142.31. That is the way I understand the 
case. Is that correct? 

Mr. DOREMUS. The gentleman is correct, in a measure. 
The amount specified in the bill is one-half the loss sustainell 
by the members of the crew. .J 

Mr. l\IANN. That is just what I just. stated. 
l\Ir. DOREMUS. And their proportionate share of the at

torney's fees which they contributed. I will state to my friend 
from Illinois that this attorney was employed by the interveners 
with the consent and approval and, if I am not mistaken, 
upon the recommendation of the district attorney. The in
teneners paid the attorney out of their own pockets, and the 
attorney practically conducted the case on behalf of the Gov
ernment. 

1\Ir. l\IANN. The attorney did what? 
l\fr. DOREMUS. Conducted the case practically on behalf 

of the Government. 
1\fr. l\lANX Well, he should get paid, then, through the 

Department of Justice. 
l\Ir. DOREMUS. But they could not get paid through the 

Department of Justice for the loss. 
Mr. 1\IANN. Now, the total loss, to begin with, of all of these 

men, on their own statement, was $715. They recovered half 
of this. They paid $395 for a special attorney, and there re
mains unpaid $357.50. 

Mr. DOREl\IUS. That is correct. 
.Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Wbeeler is a United States assistant en

gineer, or was, who recommended the payment of this_ claim. 
That is the way we get it. 

Mr. DORE:llUS. The payment of this claim has been recom-
mended by the Chief Engineer of the Army-- ' 

1\Ir. :MANN. Oh, yes. 
Mr. DOREMUS. And by tile Judge Advocate G€neral of the 

Army, and all others who have to do with it. 
1\Ir. MAl~N. To start with, Mr. Wheeler had lost $41. He 

had an attorney's fee of $121.81. If I had been in Mr. Wheeler's 
place, I would have pocketed the loss--

1\Ir. DORE::UTIS. I do not know what part he played in this 
matter. · 

Mr. MANN. I am only reading from his statement, and I have 
not raised any question about his veracity at all. 

Mr. DOREMUS. Tbe fact is that these men suffered the loss 
through no fault of their own. They paid the nttorney fee with 
the consent and appro"Val of the Department of Justice. So what 
good reason can exist for not reimbursing them? 

Mr. MANN. This reason exists: If this was a suit the De-
partment of Justice had anything to do with. the Department of 
Justice should ba>e attended to it, and I think they did. And 
if the Department of Justice had any authority to hire an out
side attorney, it had authority to pay him. 

Mr. DOREMUS. Well, I would not say positively that they 
bjred llim, but I know thHt the attorney was engaged in hehalf 
of the interveners with the consent and approval of the clistrict 
attorney's office, and that the attorney whom they engaged prac
tically prosecuted the case against the owners of the Bingf~:J1ntotr. 
on the part of the men. 
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Mr . .MA.."\X Here wns a cns4:' ·where ·th~re was no linbili-ty 

on the pa t·t of the GO\·ernment at all. 1'\<> b·xly pretends therP 
was. Certain people suffered lo~s. They bronght suit_ Ngainst 
the people who wet·e liable. They settled thnt suit for less 

· th<m they said their danwges were, and then turn nronnd and 
w:mt the Gnited States, which was not li able in the first in
stance. to pny them more than It would hn'fe paid if it bnd paid 
the full claim that they made in the first instance against other 
parties. 

l\lr. DORE)IUS. The gentleman hns no right to n sume that 
there is uo liability Rt ::~ll on the part of the Go,~ernment. 

1\lr. 1\IA.'\,N'. ¥J.'he gentleman does not claim there was any 
liability? 

Mr. DORE)fUS. This case was pros~uted against the own
ers of the Binghamton . 

. Mr. 1\IA~:'\. Yes. Rut the Go'f'ernment was not liable. The 
·GoYermnent di11 l13t own tbe Binghamton. 

Mr. DORE.\ItiS. The owners of the Binghflmton clnimed 
there wns negligence on the part of the Government. 1'\ow. the 
-qne!'tion of neg;l igence was n-e,·er judicially determined, but the 
suit "·as compromised. 

l\lr. MAX:'\. But if there hnd been negligence on the part of 
the Go,·ernm-ent. the f:o'"ernment would not haYe been li:1 ble 
to the yery men who were negligent. These men were operntlng 
the boats. They were the men who h:'ld that col lis ion. 

Mr. DORE)fl~ S. The gentlem~ n nssumes, in his nrgument. 
thnt the g~ntlemen nRmed in this bill ore the responsib le pa rties 
in that thev were n~ll.g-ent. There is no proof in the record or 
in the repo.rt to be~u him out. 

Mr. MAX~. I th,ink there Is. The m:m who wns in eharge 
wns the t nited States assistant engineer. He was the chief 
'Officer ther-e. 

1\lr. RlSRO~. If the gentleman wil1 permit. the report ought 
to show the exart relHtions they bore to this ,-e~sel, becanse 
th nt would dete1·mine }l bsolutely the question which is in the mind 
of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DORE:\IUS. I will say to my friend from l\IIssissippi 
thnt th4:' question of negligence w:1s neYeT jndieinlly determined. 
·After the case w:1s tried, nnd before n final det~rmination. the 
parties -got - to~tber Hnc't compromisefl by the owners ot the 
Binghamton paying one-half of the loss. 

Mr. l\IAXX This claim coYers the officers and men on board 
GoYernment ressels. 

Mt-. DOHEMUS. Thnt is trne. 
Mr. l\IA:X~. Of courf:e there wns only li fl bility .on tbe pnrt 

of the <;oyernment. whether they were or were not negligent. 
If nnybony was negligent they were negligent. I will sny to 
the gentleman th:1 t under the precedent we co.uld pny to the men 
<me--hHlf of the loss. They ha ,.e n Jrendy recoYered the other 
bnlf. but nn(ler tbe precedent whirh Congress has followed for 
yeAJ:S it will not p::ty nttorneys' fees. 

Mr. DOHEMUS. Will the gentlemnn object? 
l\lr. U.d.NX Certn inly, I will obje--t. If I did not object 

-40 other men ben~ would do so. unless it is 'reduced to the 
amonnt of the nctual Joss. 

The CH.A IIUIAX Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bi II? 

1\lr. 1\IAl\r:'\. I object. 
Tbe CHA IR)IAX Objection 1s made. The Clerk will report 

the next bill. 
PATRICK J. FITZGERALD., DECEASED. 

Tbe next business In order on the PriYnte Cnlendar wRs the 
bill (H. U. 13350) for· the relief of the widow and heirs at law 
of Pn trjck J. ~' itzgeruld. <1e0e·• sed. 

The bill wHs rearl. :-~s follows: 
Be it en.acterl, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Treasury ls ·hereby all

tho•·Lzed and dil'€<"1 ed to pay to the widow and beil·s at Ia w of l'at rick J. 
Fitzgerald. <i&.<eased. out of any mO'ney in the 1'reasury not otherwise 
app!·op•·iated. the sum of $:!,000 in full compensation for tbe dea.th of 
said l ·at•·lck .J. l•'itzgerald, on .ianuarif 3, l!)Oi, cau-sed by injuritls re
cei ved on l lecemller :n, 1906. wnlle employeJ as a .cbaln wake1·, fonrth 
class. in 'the :navy ya1·d of the Dnited States at Boston, l\Iass. 

The CHA1ID1AN. Is there <lbjection to the consideration of 
the llill? 

There wns no objecti-on. 
The following committee amendment w ns rf'ad: 
rage 1, line 6, ~trike out « $5.000 •• and insert .. $2.000 ... 

The CHAIRUA~. 'Ihe question is on. agreeing to the -com
mittee ~l m~:>ndmPnt. 

The nmendmeut was ng:reed to. 
The . bil1 }IS amended was ordered to be laid as.ide with a 

favorable recommendation. 
THOMAS C. HYDE. 

The next b ,o;:iness in order ·on the Prh·ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. n. 11158) for the relief of Thomas C. Hyde. 

Mr. POU. lfr. Chnirman. I ask unanimous consent to pass 
this bill o>er without prejudice. _ 

The CHAIIUIA:'\. The geutlemnn from North Ca rolina f)fr. 
Pou] asks unanimous con.se.nt that the bill muy be passed with
out prejudire. Is there objecnou1 

Mr. hl.d.N~. What does that mean; to pass over without 
prejudice? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know. 
I\Ir. POU. I do not want it to appear thilt there wus any 

obj-ection to the consider:1tion of the bill. because tllere is son1e 
additional informnti<ln "-' hich the gentleman would like to gh·e. 

:Mr. 1\LL"\X Just paE"s it, then. 
The CHAIRM~~- \Yithout objection the bill will be passed 

o>er, nnd retain its place on the calander. 
There was no objection. 

GEORGE T. LARKIN. 

The next business in order on tbe Pri'fate 0R1endar was the 
bill (H. R. 305 ~ for the relief of George T. IJn rkin. 

The bill. with committee nmendments. wHs read in !ull. 
The CHA IIUlAN. Is there objection to the present consider

ation of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 

WICKLIFF FRY. 

Tbe next business in order on the Private Cal-endar was fhe 
bill (H. n. 10025~ for the relief of Wirkliff Fry. for horse lost 
while birro b-r the United States Geological Survey. 

The Clerk reHd the hill. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sum or $1R5 be, and tbe sam-e btweby 

is, appropriated. out of any money io t.h-e Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropJ·ia ted. and the Secretm·y of tbe Tr~nsu1·y 
is ben•by directed to p-a r Wickliff Fr-y. a citizen of D~lh·oy, Carroll 
County. In the Stllte of OhiO; in compensation fOJ• one borse owned by 
l.llm and which lost Its life while hired by the United States Geo-
1-ogicaJ .Sur~ey. 

With a committee amendment, as foll-ows: 
Amend. line S.. by strlling out. .. $185 •· and inse1"tlllg "$135.." 

'The CRAIR~.\L\~. Is tllere objection'/ 
Mr. 1\IANX. nesening the right to object, I would like to 

nsk if this bill was ·e,·er referred to the Interior Department? 
It is for the loss of a horse hired by a couple of wen in the 
Geologicnl Sun·ey. who deliberately bitched the horse in a 
place where no mnn who knew anything about borReflesh 
\vould fail to know thnt it would kill the horse. ~mel it did. 
Now, does th-e department recommend that the GoYernment 
pay tbiR, instead of tbe e'lllployees? 

Mr. POD. I will say to the gentleman that it was referred 
to the Geologka 1 Suney. 

1\fr. UANX. Here is a stateme-nt from the report. It says: 
'l'he testimony of Mr. Fry and two witnesses who were w1th bim 

1mmedrately upon b-earing tbat the horse wns dead wus to the effe<:t 
that t he place wh-ere they bitched this horse \Vaf! bog-~y. and tbat the 
bor·se b!ld m1Ted up to his body. and that in tbt> strn~le bad IJ<>en 
choked to death: that the rope by which be had been tlf'd bad been 
tied around bis neck and bad not been plncf'd through the bridle rin~, 
and claim that if ontln ary cat·e bad been exercised In the care of tb1s 
horse he would not have bt>en killed. 

That 1s perfeetJy patent to anybody who knows en{)ugh to 
driTe a horse or hitch it. If the Geological Sun·ey wants to 
·send <Out men wbo know n<lth1ng about b!t{"bing u horse, 
either as t<O the method -of hitclling or the place of hitching, 
they ou~ht to so report. 

Yr. POU. Tbe committee tboagbt that th-e owner ot the 
horse ought not to suffer. 

Mr.. l\lA!IlX. The owner of the horse ought not to suffel"~ 
He ought ro ~1e theE'e men. 

The CHAIRMA::'\. Is there <>bjecti<ln to the present con
side-ration of this bill? 

1\lr. SI8SOX Mr. Chnirman, I object. 
The CH.-UR:\I.AN. Oujection is made. The Clerk will re

port the next bill. 
'MICHAEL F. O'HARE. 

The next bt,S'iness in orc'ter on the Private Cnlendal" was tbe 
bill (II. R. 0530) for the t·elief Qf Michael F. o·Hure. 

The Clerk read the hiU, :ts follows: 
. He it enuctecl, etc:, That the SPcretary of tbe Tre:urury be. and lre 

i-s ber~by, authori.zl•d an(} ilir·ect~d to pay, out of any money In tbe 
T-re;l:<:ury of th~ l'nlted St.ntes not other-wise nppropi·lated. to :\Hcbael 
F . O'Harf'. of Ty~sboro. Mn!>.s.., the sum of $200, in fuO comp~nsa
tion fm· toRs of cow and injm·y to his business through negligence on 
t'he p art of emplo~ of the U nited Sta tes Uepartmeat of Agticulture, 
Bm·enu of Entomology, on .June 11. Hlll. · 

With :1 committee amendment. as follows: 
Am.end. . Une 7, by striking {)Ut ·~ $200" e.nd lnserting .. $'85." 
The CHA liDIA X. Is there oujection to the present con

sideration of the bill? 
Mr. SISSOX. hlr. Ch::tlrmau. reserving the right to obje~ _ 

what w-ere the facts of this ease? 
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l\1r. POU. I wiil say to my friend from Mississippi that I 
know nothing about it except n:hat appears in the report. 

1\lr. SISSON. It says: 
Some <lays after Dr. Harris callE-d at the office, 1\Ir. O'Hare came in 

and told of the dl."ath of the cow and asked what we could do in relm
bm·sing him for tbe loss of the animal. I pxpressed my regret concern
in"' his loss and told him he had better see his <..!ongressm!lll, Butler 
AIDes, of Lowell, and ask him to introduce a bill for t•elief. · 

How did the Agricultural Department get hold of the cow? 
How did it become liable for the loss of this cow? · 

Well, l\lr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection. I notice here 
that the employees of the Agricultural Department left some 
arsenate of lead exposed and the cow got hold of that. 

The CHAill:\fAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of -the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIR:\IAN. The question is on agreeing to the com

mittee amendment-
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

fR\orable recommendation. 
The CHAIR:\I.A.N. The Clerk will report the next one. 

LOUIS JONES. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 134S3) for the relief of Louis Jones. 

The bill was read, with committee amendments. 
The CHA IR:\fAN. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of the bill? 
1\lr. MANN. I object. 
The CHAIRMA.J'l. The gentleman from Illinois [1\I.r. MANN] 

objects. The Clerk will report the next one. 
FRED HENDERSON. 

The next business in order on the Pri>ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 13482) for the relief of Fred Henderson. 

The bill was re.'ld, with committee amendments. 
The CHA.IR::\IAN. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of the bill? 
Mr. 1\IA~. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

The Clerk will report the next one. 

FRED LARSEN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
resolution (H. Res. 552) to refer H. R. 1052, a bill for the relief 
of Fred Larsen, to the Court of Claims. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
House resolution 552. 

Resolved That the bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of Fred Larsen, 
Wlith ti'e accompanying pape1·s, be, and the same ls hPrehy, referred to 
the Court of Claims for a f:l.nding of facts and conclusions .of law. 

The CHAIUMAN. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the resolution? . 

Mr. l\fANN. I reser>e the right to object. 
1\fr. FitEKCH. Mr. Chairman, the question arises on account 

of a reser>oir site and lands that were owned, or rather entered: 
by Fred Larsen being taken by the Government in the con
struction of a reservoir in connection with an irrigation 
system. There is a difference between Mr. Larsen and tlle 
Gorernment as to the value of the property destroyed, Mr. 
Larsen claiming that he was damaged to the amount of $4,700 
and the department raising not only- the question as to tl.le 
amount of.damages, but also raising the question of entryman's 
rights to the land; raising the question of whether or not he 
bad forfeited hls rights to the land. Altogether it seems a ques
tion, in Y"iew of the conflicting report of the department and 
the e'idence submitted by .Mr. Larsen, that should go to tlle 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. MAl\'"N. This is just for a finding of fact? 
l\fr. FRENCH. Yes; simply for a finding of fact and con

clusions of Jnw. This case and the next one are alike, and they 
arise from the same irrigation project . . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there -objection to the present con
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object. 
in the sectJring of these rights in resenoir sites the Government · 
agrees with the claimants upon what damages there shalJ be? ' 

Mr. FRENCH. Ordinarily, yes; and most of the claims were 
settled. · 

l\lr. FOSTER. When they are not settled, and there is disa
-greement, how is it managed-by referring it to the Court of 
Claims? 

.Mr. FRENCII. · Ordinarily ·not. Here ·is a case, however, 
where the Go-rernment has taken the po.sition, apparently, that . 
these entryn~n have not complied · with the law suffi.eien"tly to 

acquire title to the lands In order to be entitled to damagefl. 
Now, there is a question there. 

l\.Ir. FOSTER. They were paid damages? 
l\fr. ·FREXCH. No. This man has been paid no damages. 
l\Ir. FOSTER. He held this land as a homestead site? 
blr. FRE~CH. He hHd taken it as a borne tead entry. 
1\.Ir. FOSTER. He had entered upon t11e land? 
l\Ir. FllEXCH. Yes; he h. d entered upon the land, and hn(l 

made improvements. His affidavit in evidence sets forth that 
be is damaged to the extent of $4,700. Tire department's report 
is adverse, raising not only the question of the amount of darn
ages, but the title that this mnn may have to the land itself; 
and I think under the circumstances it is a very fair case to 
go to the Court of Claims for the finding of facts. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. Ha>e they bad other .cases of this kind? 
1\fr. FHE~C~. I do not know. Most of the cases, I will say, 

were determined by the Go,·ernment and the settlers through 
a representatiYe of the departm_ent being sent there. 

l\Ir. FOSTER. To settle what damages · there were? 
Mr. FllENCH. Yes; to settle and arrange a basis for pay

ment. 
l\lr. FOSTER. What- was the claim here? Did the depart

ment set up a claim that it was an illegal entry for a home
stead? 

1\Ir. FitENCH . . Rather that · the entryman had not complied 
with the lnw. l\Ir. Larson did not see the representati\e ot 
tl1e department at all. In fact, · both l\lr. Lar on and l\Ir. An
derson were in that situation. Neither one of them saw the 
representati\e of the department at all, and consequently did 
not present the facts in the c~,tses to the representativ of the 
deparbnent- . c 

lllr. FOSTER. Is thls to ascertain whether the damages are 
well founded? 

.Mr. FitE~CH. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid

eration of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 

recommendation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next one. 

PETER W. ANDERSON. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
resolution (H. Res. 553) to ref.er H. R. 1051, a !Jill for the relief 
of Peter W. Anderson, to the Court of Claims. 

The Clerk read the 1:esolution, as follows: 
House resolution 553. 

Resolved., That the bill (il. R. 10u1) for tbe relief of Petel' W. Ander
son, with the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby~ referred 
to the Court of Claims for the findlng of facts and conclusions of law. 

Th~ CHAIRl\lAN. Is there objection to .the present cQ.Jlsid-
era tion of the resolution? · 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 

recommendation. 
EUGENE A. FREUND AND ALFRED F. ROEM:MIOH. ·. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar' was the 
bill (H. R. 10475) for the relief of Eugene A. Freund and 
Alfred F. Roemmich. 

The Clerk read the title of the hlll. 
Mr. 1\I.A...~N. l\Ir. Chairman, I object-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Dlinois objects. 

GATTLEm SOHLECT AND OTHERS. 

The next bul'iness in order on the Privnte Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of Gattleib Schlect and Maurice 
D. Higgins, ilnd for the relief of the heirs and legal representa
tives of William Bindharumer and Valentine .Brasch. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. 1\lr. Chairman, I object-

. The CHA.IRl\IAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
MATTHEW LOGAN. 

The next business in orrler on the Privnte Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 3761) for the relief of Matthew Logan. · · · ' ~ . 

The bill was read , as follows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration oi' the pens!on laws 

and the laws govE-rning thf' National Home for · Disabled \ olunteel' 
Soldiers, or any branch t hereof, Matthew Lo_gan s hall hereafter b

1
e 

hPld and considered to have be<'n honorably discharged from the mil -
ta1·v service of the United States as a privat · of Battery H, li'irst 
Regiment R hode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, on the 25th day. of 
July, 1865: Provided, That no pension ' s all acerue prior to _the 
passage of this act. · · ~ 

The CHAIR:\I.AN. Is there objection to the · present consid
eration of. the · bill. 

There was no objection. 
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The· bill was ~ ordered to be ·laid ·aside to -be 'reported. to the 

House with a favorable recommendation. 
.A~NIE E. ' wHiTE 'AND HEIRS 0~ PATRIC~ WHITE, DECEAS~. 

i The next bill in order on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 13257) for the r~1ief of Annie EJ. White and the heirs 
of Patrick White, deceased. 
r 'l'he Clerk 1;ead the title of the bill. 
• Mr. ~IA1\TN. Mr. Chnirman, I object. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 
for just a moment? · 

l\1r. l\1ANN. I will, but I will renew it. 
1\fr. HAYDEN. This is a most meritorious -measure. It is 

an attempt to do justice to one who bas been grenously 
wronged by the military authorities of the United States. 

Mr. l\1ANr . Oh, this is not a bill that can pass by unanimous 
consent. I do not think it would pass if I could get a few 
minutes in the House to explain it~ It is a little older than the 
hills and not quite as old as some of the mountains and never 
had any merit in it. · 
. 1\!1·. IIAYDEN . . If . the gentleman from Illinois intends to 
object, it is, of course. useless to delay the consideration of other 
bills by discussing the matter at this time, although I do not 
at all agree with the statement that he bas just made. If a 
suitable opportunity is given me I believe that I can convil:ice
a majority of the Members of this House that l\Irs. White is 
entitled .. to this relief. · 

1\Ir. MANN. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 
HUNTON ALLEN. 

The next business in order on the Prh·ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 17424) for the relief of Hunton Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it en-acted, etc., That the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post 

Office Department is hereby authorized and directed to credit the ac· 
~ount of Hunton Allen, the postmaster at Williamson, in the State of 
Georgia with t he sum of $2H7.16, the amount and value of postage 
stamps' stolen from said po'st office by a burglat·. on May 13, 1913, 
without any fault on the part of said Allen; and smd amount. is hereby 
appropl·iated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwlSe appro
priated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the 

Hou"e with favorable recommendation. 
CLARA DOUGHERTY AND OTHERS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 23) for the relief of Clara Dougherty, Ernest K ubel, 
and Josephine Taylor, owners of lot No. 13; of Ernest Kubel, 
owner of lot No. 41; and of l\1ary 1\Ieder, owner of the south 
17.10 feet front by the fuH depth thereof of lot No. 14, all of 
said property in square No. 724, in Washington, D. C., with 
reO'ard to assessment and payrpent for damages on account 
o/'change of grade due to the construction of Union Station, in 
said District. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the terms 

and provisions ot' the act of Congress approved April !:!2, 1D04, en
titled "An act to provide for payment of damages on account of change 
of gt·ade due to construction of the Union Station, in the District of 
ColumlJia," as amended by the act of Congress approved June 29, 1906

1 the commission appointed under said act is hereby authorized ana 
directerl to meet and view the pt·opPrty known as lots Nos. 13 and 41 
and the south 17.10 feet front by the full depth thereof of lot No. 14, 
nll in square No. 724. in the city of Washington, In the Distl'ict or 
Columbia, imp~·oved uv pt·emises Nos. 323, 325, 327, 320, and 337 First 
Street NE., city of Washington .. D. C., and hear testimony tot?ching 
the damages- to said property · whtch have resulted f1·om changes m tile 
grade of st1·eets. avenues, or alleys authorized by the act of Congress 
Approved February 28, 1003, relating to the construction of a union 
railroad station in the District of Columbia, and to appraise and 
determine the amount of damages, if nny, to whicb the owner of said 
property so affected by change of grade may be entieed. 

SEC. 2. That if any of the parties intet·ested, their personal repre
sentaH ves. or the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. shall be 
dissatisfied with the appraiS<'ment 01' award of Sllid commission thP 
court shall, on motion of the parties so dissatisfied. direct tlie United 
States marshal to summon a jury or seven disinterested men, not 
related to any person_ in interest, to m-eet and view the said prope1·ty 
and to appraise and detet·mine the amount of damages to which the 
owner of said prt .perty so affected by change of grade may be entitled, 
as provided ln and by the afot·esaid act of Congress so amended as 
aforesaid. . . 

· SEc. 3. That a sufficient sum to pay the compensation and expenses 
of said commission and tb(' compensation of said jurors and the amount 
of any appraisement or award of damages made in favor or the owner of 
said prop(.>rty Is hereby appropriated out of the re}'f' nues qf the District 
of Columbia, and 50 per cent thereof shall be refunded to said District or 
Columbia by the United States. · 

LI-824 

Witll ' the following committee amendment: 
Page 2, line 9, strike out the words "and forty-one. " 
Page 3, line 18, aft<'r the words " United Statas " insert : "Provided 

Tw10eve'r; That ft·6m such sum ot· sums as may be awarded to sald 
ownet·s - there shall be deducted the compensation and expenses of said 
commission and the compensation of· said jurors. 

The · CILUlll\IAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

1\fr. SISSO~. 1\fr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
this bill comes from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The only- point in the case, as I understand it, is that the 
statute of limitations has run against these people. 

l\1r. COADY. Yes. 
1\Ir. SISSO~. Did they have proper notice? 
1\Ir. COADY. There was notification by publication only in 

the Washington newspapers. 
1\Ir. SISSON. Was there no personal service? 
Mr. COADY. No. One of the women, Mrs. Meder, a very 

poor woman, is a charwoman in one of the departments here. 
She testified that she rarely read the newspapers and ne\' er 
read the legal notices, and that was substantially the testimony 
of the others. 

1\Ir. SI SSON. There was no personal service on these 
parties? 

Mr. COADY. No personal service at all. 
l\Ir. SISSON. Service by publication only? 
Mr. COADY. Service by publication only. 
1\fr. 1\IA.NN. Why does the House committee propose to 

strike out lot 41? 
Mr. COADY. For the reason at the hearing it appeared 

that the owner of that lot has since sold it. It was a vacant 
and unimpro>ed lot. 

Mr. MANN. Sold it before or .after this bill passed the 
Senate? 

1\Ir. COADY. I think he sold it before the bill was intro
duced. 

The CHA.IR:\IA.N. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be 

reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
RATHBUN, BEACHY & CO. 

The ne.s::t business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 2312) for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Cu. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enactell, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and ,he is 

hereby authorized and directed to P<> Y, out of any money in the 'Ireas
ury no't otherwise appropriated, to Rathbun, Bea,.chy & Co., of Webl'lter, 
s. Dak., the suru of $1,000, in f!-111 compensatwn for. loss m s_ale ot 
cattle llleo-ally placed in quarantme by Government mspecto!-' at the 
stol!kyards"' in Chicago, Ill., and said .amount is hereby appropnated. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 1, line 6, strike out " $1,000 " and insert in lieu thereof " $ll75." 
The CHAIIDIAN. Is there objection to the present consid· 

eration of this bill? 
1\Ir. FOSTER. I think this biB 011ght to have some explana

tion. As I unders_tand it, these people shipped these cattle to 
Chicago without their beiug inspected, and then they were 
put in a pen from which they were afterwards sold at a loss, 
and this represents the loss. Is that it? 

l\1r. POU. Dr. Galloway, Acting Secretary of Agricultur~, 
says: 

1 may say in this connection that the cattle In question were placed 
in quat·antine through en·o~·, and from all the circumst~nces in the case 
the claim appears to be a Just one. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. They were shipped to Chicago without first 
being inspected, and the authorities at Chicago were so notified ; 
and then they were phlCed in this pen, were they not? 

Mr. DILLON. They were uninspected cattle. at the time of 
shipment, and they reached Chicngo in the middle of the night 
and were put into infected pens under the order of Dr. Dyson, 
and they were then forced to be sold for immediate slaughter. 
The committee has fixed the lowest estimate of the damages. 

Mr. FOSTER. But they were shipped tllere as uninspected 
cattle. · 

1\lr. DILLON. Yes; under the regulations. 
1\Ir. FOSTER. And then, of course, they had to go into 

quarantine when they got there. 
1\Ir. MANN. Oh, no. 
1\Ir. DILLON. Not at all. 
Mr. MANN. All cattle are inspected wllen they come to the 

inarltet at Ohicago, and not at the point from which they are 
shipped. 
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l\Ir. FOSTER. Thnt is wliHt I wns trying to get at. In re~d
ing the Lill I judge that tney a rrhed there and were not in
spected:- tht~t there was no in ·pection made. 

;\lr. DILLO~. Oh. yes theTe was: but not In the middle of 
the night. \'\'"ben they nrrived. They were inspected in the 
n:.orning, and the inspector's report wn s fn >orable. There w:~s 
no djt::ease :md no objection to the ~hipruent of :my character. 
but they were pl;Jced through mistake in the quarantine pen:, 
nnd they were ::.acriticed unrl solrl for Immediate slaughter. 

~Ir. FOSTER. Whose mistake w:1 it?-
Mr. DILLON. Dr. Hyson; he ordered them to he- placed 

there . 
. Mr. FOSTER. For what reason? 
1\Ir. DILLOX He mi~interpreted the iMtructions thnt hnd 

been receh·ed. Tbe instructfons were npplicable to Colornrlo. 
bnt he interpreted them to mean Cllfeago. It w:1s- the only 
instance of the kind. Secretary \\"1lson ln>e:stignted It nnd 
ordered them to be t-eleased from quarantine, but they had to 
be sold at :1 sncrifice. 

:Mr. FOSTER. They were cattle sent In for slanghter?-
Mr. DII..LOX No; they \Tere sent in to sell for feeders, but 

they h::td to be sold for slaughter. and hence the loss. 
Mr. SISSOX. How do you arrive at the amount of the· loss? 

It is an uncertain f1 mount. 
Mr. DILLOX. There were n1rious estimates. One compnny 

receiYed four carTonds and another company receh·e ~ix cnr
lol.lds, and the estirn<Ites ran from $1.000· np to $2000. The 
department a-dmits in one of its communic<ttious that there is 11 

liability to the extent of $975 to $1.000. nnd the committee has 
adopted the lowest amount mentioned by the depa rtruent. 

l\lr. SISSOX It i , of com e. a difikult matter to rtetermine 
whnt might or mi..,.ht not hllppen to a carloarl of cattle (lfnc-ed 
on the market, nor i~ it f<lir to compare it and show what other 
carloads of C;Jttle would bring, You might hnve a dozen car
loads of cattle from Rome fe~rm and one e<trload wouru bl'ing a 
gre·1t dc->nl more th:•n nnother cnrloflCI of cattle. 

!Jr. l\IA...."\~. It the gentleman wHI permit me, my informa
tion i::>-1 do not kuow au.rtlliug about this particular Cllse 
except from the report-that these c<lttle were placed in a dis
eased pen. but not sufficiently diseased to order their destruc
tion. nnd they would sell for Hhotlt 75 cents a hundred less 
thnn they would sell if they were not put in that pen. 

Mr. SISSOX Is it absolutely certain that they would bring 
less? 

. Mr. M:A:\~. It is absolutely certain that when they go lnto 
that pen they bring a le s amount of ruoney. There is no 
question about that. 

l\IIr. SISSO~. There is no que~tfon but that the buyer 
might trrke Hd\·antage of the situation. 

Mr. ~LL·x I hope some d·ay I ca.n take the gentleman 
through the stockyards. 

l\Ir. SISSO~. I ha,·e been through tllem. 
Mr. MAl\X The gentlennm knows thllt they· do not spend 

nmch tiffie in buying a few cattle; they bny them in the pen. 
. They do not mo\"e them until they are pnrcru1sed. These cllttle 
were vut in the pen where they would bring a smaller umonnt 
of money. They could not get them out of the pen an;rwhere 
else without killing them. 

1\lr. l'OU. They were ordered slaughtered prematurely any
way. 

l\lr. J.\IAl\~. They could not get them out of the quarantine 
pen exc-ept by killing them. 
· .Mr. SISSOX. That is au nnosual sort of a cl.lim. Have there 
been any <:lairus of tills kind before? 

l\lr. Dll.LOX l neYer knew of any. 
1\fr. SISSOX This case n;ay beeorne a precedent for a great 

many lo' es. 
hlr. DILLO~. I will state thnt this was the only case· unrler 

this rnista ken oTder, as is clearly shown in the recortls of the 
dep::trtntent. 

l\lr. SLSS0::\1'. Was there no wny in whieb the Government 
coulrl hu>e these order" cornmunicHteU so thnt nd,·anta~ might 
not he- tn ken of tlle-ru '? Tn othPr words. nre we not open iug up n 
possib1~ opvortnnity for a great many damage claims of this 
kind in the enforcement of this lttw? 

Mr. DILLO~. I do not know; possibly other cases might 
ari e, but in reference to th:s one order this is the only case 
in which an error wns committed. 

:\Jr. SIS~OX. \\hnt method was pursued by these people to 
determine this loss; whnt e,·iden<'e di1l they ha>e? 

Mr. DILI.OX We h:1d nn Hffirla,;t. \Vbic!::J is set ont in the 
report of the committee pecifyin(J' th~ :tmonnt of claJrulf!es. 
Tbe amount of dnmages "·onlrl he the rlifference between the 
value of the en ttle if sold for feeders and if sold for sl;.L\}ghter. 
That is the weusure of damages. 

:Mr. FOSTEn. I will say th·,t I think they arrived at it by 
taking the probable Yalue of that cl<1. s of clltt:le' that d11y. 

l\Ir. DILLO:\'. Yes; and the committee took the lowest esti
mnte. 

M1·. FOSTER. Let me sny to' the gentlem~tn from ~Iississipp1 
that this amount ranges from $975· t() $2.000. and the bill car
t·ies the minimum amount. 

.Mr. SISSO.\'. Mr. ChHirman. t.he qoestlon of nnliquidatet'l 
damages is always a dillicult one to arrh·e at. How many ol 
the~e cattle were- pnt in the pen? 

Mr. DILLO~. All of them: the entire 10 carloads. 
Mr. SI~SOX Mnking up bow ruany cnttle? 
Mr. DILl.OX Somethin~ o,·er 100. I tllhlk. 
Mr. SISSOX Whnt grnde of cattle? 
1\Ir. DLLLOX They were feeders shipped for thnt express 

pnrpose to put on the market liS. feeders~ but they were com
pelled to be- sold for sin ughter. 

~Ir. SlSSO~. They we-re sent there to be fed and fattened:. 
~lr. DLLLOX They weTe shipped there to be sold 11s feeders. 
~lr. SISSO~. Then they were sold as canners. That would 

be :Tbout. $10 loss on ea.cb animal. and if there was 100 that 
would be $1.000. 

Mr. DILLOX We took tbe wwest estimnte. 
Mr. POU. \Ye took the department's tlgures. 
The CHAHL\!A X Is there objection to the present eon

siderution of th.e bill?-
Mr. FOWLER ~Ir. Chairman. resenfn~ the right to object. 

I do not quite unde1·stand yet why these cattle could not have 
been sold' for feeders. 

~lr. DILLO~. t:nder the quarantine rules they were not 
permitted to he sold. 

~Ir. FOWLER They were put In a quarnntine. pen through 
mistnke. Why could uot the mista 1\e hn ,.e been corrected ~tnd 
then the cntt!e soid as feeders illStead of for slaughter? 

Mr. DI LL0:\1. Tl.Je trouble about that wns that the pur
cha~er'S took nd>nntage of thnt situntinn. nnd tlJe consignors 
coufrl not D'rder them to- be shipped buck, and they had to go 
on the iruruedjate ruurl;:et. 

.Mr. FO"'''LEH. Who plnced them in the quarantine pen? 
~lr. DILLOX. It \Yns done- under the order of the snverin

tendent of the stock yards. 
1\Ir. FO\YLER. And that was under the author.ity of the 

Cnited States? 
1\lr. DILL0::\1'. Yes . 
Mr. FOWLER. W<1s it not made known to the United States 

that the.·e cattle were not subject to quarantine? 
Mr. DILLOX. Yes. 
1\lr. FO\VLEIL And that was done at tb~ time, wns it not? 
Mr. DILLO~. Yes; by, telegraphic order to the Secretary of 

Agriculture. 
l\lr. · r.~OWLER. And then they were released. were they not? 
Mr. DILLO~. They were ordered to be released, but lleld for 

lmmedhlte sl:m~hter. 
~lr. FOWLER .And there was no nutborlty on the pnrt ot 

the Cnited States to. direct what: should be done with the cattle, 
''as there? 

1\lr. DILL0::\1'. Oh. yes; under the quHrantine re~lations. 
Mr. FOWLER. Did the Cnited States direc.t that they should 

be slaughtered'? 
Ur. IHLLO~. Yes; sold for immedlMe sllJUghter. They 

were in the quarrantine pen~ that is. the infeC'ted pen. 
Ur. FOWLER. Rut does the fact that they were placed fn 

the quarantine ven ::tb ·olutely p.ass judgment on them thut they 
must be slaughteretl? 

Mr. DTLLOX Oh, yes. 
i\Ir. FOWLER. That fs the first time that I ever heard of 

such an onrensonnble rule. 
' :\Ir. DILLOX They were exposed, and hence must be sold 

for immediate slaughter. 
Mr. FOWLER Doe the gentleman mean that they were 

expoSE>d to other er~ttle thnt weTe Cli~ellst:>d. Hnd that because ot 
that fact they were sold for immM.iate ~lnn~bter'! 

Mr. DILL~~ 'l'hut is an. infected pen. and they are thus 
exp9sed. 

.Mr. FOWLER. Were there any other cattle in there that 
were di. en se<t? 

hlr. DILLOX There hnd been_ 
.Mr. POl . It is jn~t like a man bein<>' pnt in the pesthonse. 
Mr. BURKE of South DHkota. Mr. Ch;drman. the shipper 

of these cn ttle wns a b. olnte.ly at tl.le mercy of the inspector 
or otficinl of the Depnrtmeut of Agri.culture. Pnd tl.le~l:' c-nt1le 
we1·e pnt In this quarantine pen hr his diJ·ectio11 and ord~r. 
Subsequently it was fo,u.nd that they were . twt iufe('ted eattl~ 
and should not have been put there, and they were sold for 

,. 
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slaughter at a reduced price over what they would have States quarantine laws they had to :be solcl and butchered 1m-
brought if sold when they arrived as feeders. mediately. 

Mr. FOWLER. As I understand, these are about the facts: l\1r. BURKE of South Dakota. That is it. 
The cattle, through mistake, were put in the quarantine pen? .Mr. FOWLER. 1\Ir. Chairman, I can not under stand any 

1\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. such doctrine as that. I have never run up against such n rul-
1\Ir. FOWLER. And afterwards it was found that they were ing as that since I have been on the market. 

placed there through mistake, and they were released? .1\Ir. HAY. But that is the law, and those people who owned 
1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. the cattle suffered from the application of that law to their 
1\Ir. FOWLER. And that simply because they had been cattle, and that is the whole of it. 

placed in the quarantine pen they were then sold for slaughter, Mr. FOWLER. If the conditions were as have been sta tetl 
and the gentleman says that the buyers took advantage of that here, the fact that they were placed in a quarantine pen did not 
condition and bought at a less price? change the condition of the cattle. In other words, the qua ran-
. Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Naturally. tine pen is a pen where cattle are placed in order to be in pected. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the condition, is it not? That is its purpose. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not understand that .1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. 1\Ir. Chairman, I do not think 

they were released as feeders. They were released for slaugh- the gentleman understands the case yet. The e cattle were sent 
ter, and they had to be sold for slaughtering purposes. There there to be marketed as feeders. 
were 10 cars of cattle, and the weight is given at 205,160 pounds. Mr. FOWLER. I understand the situation. 

l\1r. FOWLER. It does not mnke any difference about the Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, by placing them in the 
size, or anything of that kind, if they were healthy cattle. I quarantine pen they had to be sold and slaughtered when they 
ha>e been on the market myself with cattle and hogs and were released, and consequently the owner of the cnttJe had to 
sheep and everything else that I could buy and put on the take a less price for them than he would have recei\ed if they 
market, and I haYe always bad control over my cattle and had been sold as feeders. 
hogs when on the market, and if put in pens that I did not Mr. FOWLER. I know that statement was made here, and 
like, I have had them transferred to another pen and sold I do not understand the statement to correspond with the regu-
under my order, and not under the order of somebody else. lations. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am telling the gentleman Mr. BURKEl of South Dakota. The statement is substan· 
what happened in this case, and the Secretary himself, who bad tiated by the correspondence of the department and never bas 
the matter brought to his attention, immediately ordered the been questioned, and the only question apparently there was in 
cattle released, and, as is stated in the report, there is no the case was to determine the amount of damage, and the Com
question but that the owner of the cattle ought to have redress mittee on Claims took the lowest estimate and inserted it. I 
from somebody, and I do not know who it would be unless it be know tile gentleman with his large business experience and his 
the United States. experience in handling live stock will see that the manner in 

Mr. FOWLER. If the owner of the cattle has a herd of cattle which 10 cars of cattle--2-13 head in numbers-were handled in 
which is sound and without disease, there is no right on the this instance, that $975 or $1,000 is a very small amount for 
part of anybody to condemn the cattle without some good rea- the owner to have to accept 9 or 10 years afterwards. 
son for it, and if a mistake has been made, the only thing that Mr. FOWLER. I wHI say to the gentleman from South Da
can be done is to right that mistake and release the cattle, if kota I can see the cattle might have been damaged in having 
they have been unjustly impounded in some pen or somewhere the stigma placed upon them of being diseased cattle. But I 
else where they ought not to have been placed. can not understand--

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman, of course, Mr. DO.l\OV A...~. Mr. Chairman, regular order. These lawyers 
knows that detaining these cattle as infected or diseased cattle when they get to talking are worse than women; they talk all 
for a day necessarily affected their market value? day. 

1\fr. FOWLER. Probably there might have been a drift for The CHAIRl\IA.N. The regular order is, Is there objection to 
a day. I know that cattle drift considerably in shipping. the present consideration of this bill? 

1\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say that has already 1\Ir. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 
been stated, that the amount of damage was estimated as The CRA .. IR.MAN. Just a moment; the gentleman can not 
high as $2.000, and the lowest amount of the damage is placed at further reserve the right to object under the demand for the 
$975, the amount allowed by the committee. regular order. That is what we have been proceeding under 

Mr. FOWLER. I have heard that; but that is not the ques- for about half an hour. 
tion that I am after. After a wrong has been done, I do not Mr. FOWLER. Well, I object, 1\Ir. Chairman. 
understand why that wrong can not be righted with a sound, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
healthy herd, because I have been on the market myself with ELWIN CARLTON TAYLOR. 
cattle, as I say. 

l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman conceive The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
how you could right a wrong after the cattle have been placed . bill (H. n.. 7194) for the relief of Acting Asst. Surg. Elwin Carl· 

ton Taylor, United States Navy. 
in quarantine, even if they were released the next day? The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. I!'OWLER. The amount of damages that I get from the 
g.entieman's statement is that they have been kept for one day The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consldera· 
uujnstly in quarantine. tion of the bill? 

1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. FOWLER. And for that reason they were deprived of 1\Ir. BUTLER. 1\Ir. Chairman, is there anything I could say 

sale during that day. to the gentleman from Illinois that would induce him to change 
his mind? 

Mr. BUUKE of South Dakota. No; that is not the point. 1\lr. MANN. I will reserve the right to object, although I 
1\fr. FOWLER. And that is the amount of damage from the shall object in the end. 

gentleman's statement; that is all I can see. l\lr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will object in the end, that 
1\fr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman does not see will dispose of it; but the restoration of this young man to the 

the point. Navy has been asked for. This bill and the next one, introduced 
Mr. FOWLER. But I do see the point. by Speaker CLARK, asks for restoration to the service. 
Mr. BUUKE of South Dakota. It changed the character of Mr. MANN. I am familiar with the facts. He is now in the 

the cattle. service, by the way. 
Mr. FOWLER. I know that you can have a stigma placed on 1\Ir. BUTLER. He is acting assistant surgeon. 

yourself or on an animal by unjust treatment. I know that is Mr. MANN. He went in and resigned and went out. 
true; and if the en ttle were placed within a quarantine pen 
it was unjust to the cattle, and the owner had a right to com- LLOYD c. STARK. 
plain, and I suppose did so; and he had the cattle released The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
from that stigma. bill (H. n.. 16424) for the relief of Lloyd C. Stark. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Was not their value affected The bill and committee amendments were read. 
by that? The CHAIRl\lAl~. Is there objection to the present consider~ 

1\Ir. FOWLER. It is probable that the cattle were unjustly ation of the bill? 
treated. I could not say about that. 1\fr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

1\Ir. HAY. As I understand the point of the case, it is this: Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I wish the gentle-
The cattle were placed in an infected pen, and having been.. man would reserve his objection. 
~laced in an infected pen, under the regulations of the United Mr. 1\:IANN. I will reserve the right to object. 
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:M:r: CL.A.It~ ot l\flsF:ourf. Ut. Chairmnn. the h'11tb nbout tnt.~;~ .rr. 1\IoC(')Y. Whnt fie i"Ercioin-g: f: this;:· Examihing those wlio 
roung wnn is this: He n·as ln the Xu,·y and ~to<?d ,·ery higfi: in· apply for enlistment:. . 
It. He did not w11nt to res.gn from it. but his fnther was part Mr: l\TAIXX And he is • not.t in Jibe> f'or promotion. 
owner and ruan11ger- of t:he L;Jrge.c;;t nm:sery in the worl'd. and: hi~ 1\fr. McCOY. N{Jt at all; b·e ·aail not ue promoted~ 
fa the·r's heultt ur~oke· down. be lh1<l' uerYous ~rostration, a·ml he 1\Ir. l\1..-ll\'X And can not' go on: the retiretl list; and if be· re· 
died not Yery long ngo. H:s: lm~tues~ was ,·er·y huge a~d' int"ri- mained. in tile· sernce he coufd: He' anct othpr· nn al officers 
cnt~. and the fHwily insi~ted thHf tbfs; youug man. reSJgn and <•ught to· find• out tlia.t when: the:y: hn•e· l'eRig-oled: they have· re
come home to tak·e cbrrrge of the work fhat' nMm·ally fell ro his signed, and when they lhrve d.tsobeyed. orrH~rs · they nan~' dis
father. one of the three or four wanHgers of this gr:eaf nur~ery: obeyed orders; and' when tliey meet! the enemy they meet tho 
TLe report of tile · eommil'tee shows that he was- a very ejicient euewy, :.md· wllen tlle.}' meet' a thing \Yhfcll is o\·er· and· gone by 
nm·ai offieer attd be is- <llllions to· get Dncli into the• :Knvy. His they can not change i.t and· stand' in1 rhe same position as bef'o1·~ 
father h::t~ .diet( and thnt part of the e~tnte has heen arra:nged Mr. 1\IcCOY. There is ._,. d..ifference· he-tween meeting tba· 
.for l:)y e-thers- ns· m11n:1gers. r undei\'tllnd'-1 am not de ·t <:f sure enemy and resigning. ln meeting the enemy' yon ruay be-kiJleu; 
I m.:: right nbout it-thnt tllere is a shortuge of naval= officers. in resigning J!-OU haTe' runotber chance. 

1\rr. B::CTLER There is. ~Jr. JL\:X.N: Some of t!llese- days these- gentlemen wbo- will 
lUr: CLA:UK of .:m. Rouri-. It seems to, me· thati where. a: trruned be !tilled wiU: he" haunting us· and• asll:fng us to J)as:s these bills 

man. an eX}lerienced officer. wnn-rs to go had~ into· the· Nm'y. ro 1·eturn t.bem to life; 
who is in the prim~ of lffe :md in· gooa bealtfi,. tb.nt iU wm1ld l\Ir. :\fcCC.).Y. r \V.ill' vote· for snctr a· bill· if' the gentleman· will 
be> tfie p:rrf o-f wisdom to permit fiim to go I:):H?li:. 'l'fiat' ts· ahont introduce' one; 
all tllere is t~ ft. The rf?po:t·t of' the committee gi-v~s; fii:g cfiar.- The C.HA..Ilnf..L~ I5 there· objectiono to tfie· consideration· of 
actfLl' and his· military bistot·y. tlie uiU ?' 

l\Ir. :M'X~;\. :\fr. Ch;lil'mHn. f tlTi'nk r cn-n · sul}st'rioe to- ~•ery Mr. U..AN.-:. r ehj'ecl!. 
statemf?nt thnt the distin~ui:,;hed Rpeak'.er l~t& mnde. borb a< to lUr. C:r...A.R.K or ~l:issonrt Mr. Clinfrrna·n, 1 as unanimous 
tile facts nnd opinion. r Hill fnC'Iin"Pd to think there ong'ht ro: be consent to Jjllbli'sll' a l!e_POl:t of the· eollilliittee as an· ex.teusiun 
a· wny oy which tfifs and offier goO<f men could get l.):rck !nto, the 01' ruy rewru•ks. 
NaYy. But whnt are the facts? ~o one can get bHck mfo tlie Th~ .CH4-\llU.fA...~. The gentlemmr from MissourL asks un:mf· 
1-(nry under circum. fnnces now rinless he h11S pof.tic::tl intlnence. mous consent to. extend' his relllilrks · in. the U.'Ecoan iu the ruau.
:z; n m not in• fn vor of pUiting men into. tlle N::t"''Y been use of ro- I<e:r i'ndlca ted~ Is there· ol}.jection ?· 
Jftk<Tl' influence ·nicb gets- them there. and; when a mn n g-oes There WllS no objection. 
into· tlle ~a,·y or t.be Amty the ti1·. t tb:rn~ tlli1 r be need's to le ·ll'0 The .following:: is· tlle. committee• reuot·t referred' tO': 
is that tfiat wlifch JS, is; tb;Tt he c;m not chnng-e- fitC'ts. :m<l if Rel}ort. to accompany. l:l~ it. Hi+i4.. 

IlE' eTiselleys an order or a reg.:nlat:on he has to- sutfel! the conse- The Committee on NavaJ .-:\.!fairs. to wbom was t·eferred the bill (H. R. 
qnenc~s. 164:!41 tu authol'izt- the l're~idt'nt to reinstate Lloyd c. 8ta1·k to tbe 

Tbrs· man oid not dis-Alley: nn· orne'!' or a· reguiatrorr. l'mt fie at!llve Usc. ot tlle tolled 8rrues ~av:y, having !Jad.~ullle under considera· 
resil?'ned'. ::'\ow. ft f~ provm~ed to- put him b.ae~· nt <lll ad't:fi'tinn1~l tlon. repnrt it to t-Ile Uou~:>e w·ith the foJJowing- amendments . with the 

· re~:ommendatlon ruut file llilL a~ amended do 11ass: ' 
numbPr in the· rank to wb~h he is c-neditt>-<l. a·n<f whllfe-\'er l'<lnk .\mend I.Jy stril\ing out, in· line ti, u.ll · after t ue· wont •· after;" all of 
he goes· into be wifl go as an U<li'Ution:l t nnmber fWer tlJe nnmher line· 7..-.un.d the t11•sr tbJ.·ee wo1·d~ in line 8. and. ill.-;ru·t! iff Ueu r!Jereot' the 
now nuthorizecll,hr· Jnw. Of' course: the <?nmmittee proposes· rhnt word~ "Cwll'les. l...t>wis hast, lieutenant, junior ~orrade.'' f.i'o lowing. that 

. insert. the rollowing: • 
in order to ~an! what tliey- think would! he HH' injn.~tice to tno~e ".J-, ·ot:ided, Tllat the> said Lloyd c: StaTk shall estnbllsh to the Secre-
now in the Xn,·y. It will inCI'e·Jse. if the m<tn' should rem~J ill in ta.ry of t .1 e · ·a \·y. b.r the usuaL examination pr~cr•ii.Jed by law for tl:Je 
tne Nary long enongh. the nnmher ef rea1· a~1mh'}tls: if b~ ~h~Hlhl grade of Ut"utenant l,jnn.ior gruder in the nited· Sratl-'s- Na\'y, lllts pbysi
be llflmed as a rear n<lmintf. llll(f perhaps thnt engbt t.o he <inne: ~:d ~~~':~'.1 .. moml, l:Ul.ci PI'Ole:s::;ionaJ fitness to Pt!rfru:m. tile duties of 
E,·ery UHln who is plucked now by the "plucking bon rd." e'VP.t•y Insert in line' 81. atreif the w.or·dl "Pt·ot:i(led," the wo1·d· " ' furtheT"." 
m:m wno resigns. every runn wllo h~IS bad ill llealth and ~es Tue fact that' t lle: Na,- ~, l:).(>pa:t·tm~nt bas, very wisely rnlt:'d that. prom-
out a11d b l'S h·,Jd b1's be·1lfll restored. or rnnny of tllem. ~rtl lea~t. Lsing roung otficer~ ~bould· not re '4-'D. aftet: tJle expenditut·e of muny 

u tllOUSUnds of dollars uy rhe t;(JveTum.ent' fot<'tbeir trainln~ a.nd education 
s.ee the retired pn-y at tb ~:.· end of· rl\e· sen·iee. I <lonht \Vli.ether me~:-u; wt t h tbe avvro.vaJ o.t t'lli~ cornml.ttee. Jf that cuur~e i:,; wise, lbeu 
tfl<lfl iS the· C<lSe llel'e 01' not. heCHUse· r <lSSUille'l tfilS· YO·tlng' Jll:lll it appettL"S fo'lJUIUiiJ ptoplo'r that l'OUng- otliCPI'S Who ba\·e re(PiVfo'd tliia 

rr-r n f n• r. b training should I.Je Welcomed: back.. t.o the. N-avy,. Wht'J'&' tlleiL' valuable is· n·ell Hff: BUf tliey- want fo go l}nclt in. ,-.e '• tulllt{ snc rra.ining may ut' utilized: to the- grulle~t' possihle extent. 
things troghf to be· flone under- a general l~1w. f <liD perfectly The committee tlnds· upon. caf-etuJ. investi~arion thati eX!traordinru:y 
" ·illiu()' to let the President nnme <tu,rbod'y he pfea-:~PS" tn the clrcumstanc.es< nece.·sitrat'l:'d tlie 1·esi~na'l.itm of. Ensign Sta1·k; tllur. be 
Arrlly"'ot· the N·' p r aR an otficPr; nuct let him be- fue J·udge. I aru \:l' ty rdutta..otLy r<C.o;igned; that 1 llu ·e compellin14 ch·cum::;tanoes . no 

- a ,].. longet• exi~t' and he now desires· to· ret urn· to the sel'vico· fo11 wbich be ls 
not willing to let Congre!_:s jnd·ge of indidduals~ t.1:a1Ded u..nd e~peciaH)· qu'!:IHI.led:;. that: ue is- actuated IJy. purely pa triotic 

l\Ir. McCOY. ""ill the gen..tl.ernan yield? mot! vas; and. that uy l."etlJI'llilll-{. to Ule serv"ie~:> Lie ;.r:i:ves up uusin~s posi-
tion v: hicll entails fur g•·eater remuneration than he will J'eceh·e as- a 

Mr. ~L.\.);~- CeJtninly. lit•utenant in the Navy; that be has had an HCI'!ltionally. varied naval 
l\.Ir: ~JcCOY. I ,~,·nt to sny to the ~ntfem:m tlillt th~ bill ~pe.ct.ence' f.or a: y.oun:.r: o.ttice.r and a most. e.xcelitmr t'l:!(!ru·ct. a::; ropo11ted 

imiDedinteJ~~ preceding this- on-e wns intrort11ceff oy-' me. I win b.j' bhl v1u:ious commanding_ o.ffil'ers. 
I "' • ed 1 h Lloyd. C. ~:}turk cumplett-d bJs. four years' co.u.rse at the United ' States say to him. so f;tr ns politfca i'll.Lillence rs concern ·· t mt w :l't Xan1I .l.-cadem-y and l{l'aduai'ed .. wiro c1'edit .. in IUtJR 1'1·1or to his 

happened in thnt case w:1s. tbi.s-: This yonng l.'llitll himself went ~mdnatlon ht~ devetopl-'d exue.ptionai sldll witb lii:eat·ms and' wa~ eJectl'd 
to the d'epartment. and I ne·· er- saw the Secret'r1ry Ol"' a-nyone in at:~ one of 12 mt-n to •·epresenr the United :::i'Lutes- NIU'oJ Academv in the 

national l'itle matches. Tbe team, uf which e was a ml-' muer, made 
the department for him at all. sucb a t·emarkai.Jiy good 1·ecord that M1·. Star.k. togethel' with the other 

Mr. :\I.\.::'\ X. I n w not u .-ing- elle· tenn- " po-litical influence" ml:!mbers of the rifle team. t!eeel:ved a Let:teJ· or.· commendation fJ·om tbe 
in any bad sense. the ~entlenwn. tmderstandS. l:'ntside:nt ot the- Lnitf'd o.:'hlte~, ~lJ'. 8.tark-' was UJ.ter, selected. as one of 

r-..1:' 1 d b t " · ll th the 1::! mot:lt expe1·t ~Shots in the United Statt'S Navy to compete in. the ~lr. ~lcCv i.. r tmr erstau t a :· uUt lD [ e sense at H m;tn national rifle matches, in wbicb matches the Navy team, of which he 
may be ahle to influence 11 :\lelllher of the Hou~e ~o· g.o there. \\as a member. wade il- l!ood. t·ecot·d. 
Nmv. f ne,·er srrw nnyo11e--there. but the people in the de]Jartwent Jt appears• that. he w.as aLtJachcd ro the u~ s. Si Monta1ta shortly 

h . h tl d'd 't t rt · ~ af'i:et· that ve~sel went into. commission, at whic.b time :\lr. Stark. h:n·e Wl'itten tlle lette1· w IC ley 1 WTl e· 0 Hr conmHid'e. uecJ.use of his t;>xperience in· mark~man-bip, was sel~ctPcl . tu fire tne 
a .nd I know from what r lln -re heard' from other sources· they are sbip's· gun • on. he~ calibmtlon pmctiee. That· :m·. Sp:ll'k performed 
v-ery ~m:xious to get hjm b<rck. iu there. . th.is important duty in a most eflidt'nt mann1·t· is evidenct•d by tbe uH.'t 

~~II·; SfA~'X. r wtll SflY, to the ~entleman from. Xew Jer ey, that the Montana shortly tbt'i'eafter made the bigbC' 1 gunnet·y r·ecot·d 
~ of any shir> in tbP Navy. The gunner-y J'I:'COJ•cf.~ sbow that at tb.:> time 

thn t tllere i~ more poU tics in the &my or in the Xa vy, either the· u, s. s. Montana made the •·ecru:d' 1Ir. Stark. was rlle a.~~•i t:ant 
one. tllnu there is in Congress. battt'J'Y office1· of the sou·boaJ·d lHncb batte1·y. T ,1is batte1-s madr the 

:\1r. :\1cCOY. :\Jy friend from Pennsyll'nnia. [1fr-. B'rrTT~ER] highest 1·ecord of any . in the Navy . . Upon the suhsequen.t. datachment 
of tlle lieutenu{Jtl. In; cliarg~ o.f tile bat'te1,y ~JIJ'. Stat·J(, at that time only 

tells rue tlla t the· Surgeon GeuemJ· came ;Wd askei.t on, <'Cconnt a midshipman, wa.s be<!ans~ or his· l'ecogni~edl ability~ plu.ced in c.haa:ge 
of the need for surgeons in tl:le Xn ''Y· that this young man. with . of. this llatt-flt·y. 
h II ..1· nrl · ~. · d lu ex.nminingo th·e rel!lJrd' o-r M'r. Stark tile comm1rr~e bas mnde the is ,-erY exee ent recor.L.. H now ln tue eon tract ser\'Jce au t:OJlow.ing; ~x..en•·pts- tram the vatiomr offi.oial t-epot-er o1t his st>Vt'J'al com-
rendet:i~~- e.fikient serYice. he. reston'd. heca nse they "'anted him, mundln .. offi.cer· :. 
n.nd in a w ny not to bur-t :Ht,lboriy else iu the ~a\')':'. ' '(a l ~~Ir. St:uk Is an excellent divisional offie~r,, and1 since tho de-

.,. tacllment of officer in cbarge of 6-inch. battecy bas; ow.ing- to. tlils :\Ir. :\1..\.::'\:'\. Been use tlley n.eeded nn ndd.itioual m:m hr tbe· ability, b"PPD- ,!!'ivltn• cfiat·gu of: divhdon. 
N. \'Y, tbey toofr., one \'\'l llO· L n<XV ill ~he XH \'Y r and pi"'posed to. .. c li) I consider him a VPI'Y promlsin~ young officer. 
put him in the Xa-ry. nltbongu l.Je is now tllere; . "(c). Yery attPJC~tlve to dnty a.nd. a· vt>c.s. pr.omising s<>ung- officPr. 

1\I!'. :\lcCOY. The ~entlelllnn is mi!'t:Jl~en. He is i111 the· Xavy ro~·~fl~u~l~~~ngii11~he~~md~~l~st1lJ~ g~~~~m~~g11~;~!.,rf~i:g~~~wtl~d;~~~~ 
1nt G-ne sem;e ot: the word. unt he- is s1mply under.· cont:I:act. He· u~ef:nln.cs. that. Jim seniOI' t:'n~n.een t>.Jice:r l1a I'I:'POI't.C'd him· t:'nmp.etPot 
is not iu the reg11l11 r service. · · to_ ,takfo' cbaro-p .of nn_ englne-roo.JTh wat.cb ... wblcb duty b.e ha.s pel'formed 

l\1 'f' '-' '-T TJ • ri • t~hin<l' l b t, ·ti - 'of'n~t . Wltb entire· SBt'l~faCfiOn. 
r. •' ~-:1.. ...... .,. .101.' lS u.Olll-g. no.:~ e se .u aa: ng; as ITSSl~ · . "ft>l · This ~ffi'aet· tiows1 a r.Ntl lht~rest In aJ or. bis dut>iE>s. rT-e> Has 

surgeon? ' been officer of tbe deck, midshlpman of the watcll, assistant engineer, 
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and has had electrical and navigational 'duties. In all be bas constantly 
pro~ressed in knowledge and us fulncss." 

In all these reports the comx.r lttee finds that 1\Ir. Stark was 75 Urnes 
given the t·ating of " excellent," was 17 times rated "V(.lry' good," and 
received no Im.ver ratings than tb~se. The -various ratmgs used in 
the Navy are as follows: '"Excellent," "very good," "good," "toler
able," "indifferent," "bad, .. and "failure." 

l\1r. 1\IcCOY. Mr. Chairman, as the Speaker always sets a 
good example. I make a similar reque~t in the case of my bill 

The CHAIR:\IAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [:\Ir. 
McCoY] ma·kes a similnr request. Is there objection? [After 
a pnu e.] The Chair hears none. 

The following is the report referred to : 
Report to accompan,y H. R. 7104. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the blll 
(H. R. 7194) for the relief of Acting Asst. Su•g. Elwin Carlton Taylo•, 
United States Navy, having had the same under conside1·ation, -report 
it to the House with the following amendments, and as amended rerum
mend that the bill do puss : 

Lines 6, 7. 8, and 9, strike out the words "to take rank in the grade 
of passed as!;istant surgeoilll as an extra number next after the name 
of Winfield Scott Pugh1 jr.," and in lieu thereof insert the followinJ?: 
" as an additional numoer, to rarrk next after the fifty-ninth officer m 
linen! standing on the list of passed assistant sur.geons." 

Line 10. after the word " act," change the period to a semicolon and 
add t he following vrovi£1o : 

".4 nd rn·ovirietl fur ther, That the _said Elwin Carlton Taylor shall be 
req uired to satlsfactor·ily pass the usual examinations required }}y law 
to determine his phygjcal, mental, moral, and p1·ofessional fifness to 
perform tlw duties of the grade to which be is to be appointed.' 

Dr. Taylor was appointed an as,'istant surgeon in tbe Navy October 
12, Hl03, and promott>d to the grade of passed assistant surgeon Octo
ber 12, BW6, and voluntarily resigned on l\1arch 12. 190~. Since 
June 27, l!l12, he bas been serving in the Na-vy as an acting assistant 
s1ngeon and is serving in that capacity at the p1·esent time, gi ,·ing 
blm a total naval S'ervice of about six years. The Navy Department 
reports that his record as an officer in the Navy bas been excel lent. 
and also reports upon the urgrnt need of more medical otticer·s in tbe 
Navy, and in view of Dr. Taylor's speelal fitness for the ser·vice tile 
department recommends favorable consideration of the bill as is set 
forth in .the following letter : 

DEPAllTl\fFJ:-<T OP THl'l NAVY, 
TV.ashington_, Mm·ch 4, 1911,. 

1Jy DEaR 1\IR. CHAnBLA:-<: In further refer·ence to your letter Inclosing 
a copy of the bill (H. R. 71S4) for the relief of Acting Asst. Surg. 
Elwin Carlton 'l'aylor, Dnited States Navy, and requesting the views 
and recommendations of the department thet-eon, l have the honor to 
i~form you as follows : 

Elwin Carlton Tay~or was born May 7, 1875, and Is now approxi
mately 3 years and JO months or a~. lle was appointed an assistant 
surgPnn in the NaVJ Octr ber 12, 1903; was pmmoted to passt>d assistant 
surgeon October 12, 1906; and resigned March 12, 1908. Ile entered 
the Navy a~ain June 27, 1912, as an acting assistant surgeon and Is 
serving in tnat capacity at the prP&nt time. His total naval serv1ce 
amounts to about six years and his t·ecord a.s -an officer in the regular 
service and ru. an acting assi stant surgeon is excellent. 

It is desi1·nble that the bill lie amended in the following particulars: 
Fin::t, in line 6, 7, 8, and ~. strike out the words "to take t·ank In the 
grade of passf'd as!;.istant surgt>ons as an extra number next after the 
name of Winfield Scott Pugh, Jr.," and in llen thereof substitu"te the 
words " as an additional number, to rank next after 'the fifty-ninth 
officer in lineal standing on the list or passed assistant !;Urgcons"; 
and, second, -after the word "act," line 10, change the pe1·iod to a SPml
colon and add the words 'Atld prot:ided Ju1·t11er. That the said Elwin 
Carlton Tnylor shall be requlr~>d to satif'factorily pass tbe usual exam
inations rt>qulred by law to determine his physical. mPntal, moml, and 
profC'ssional fitn ess to perform the duties of the gmde to wbJcb he is 
to be appmntf'd.'' TbeSt' amendments are deemed es. entia!, rm· in 
addition to requiring Dr. Taylor to demonstratP his present fitness for 
a commission in the rej:\'ular service, the first amendment t·ecommended 
pr·ovides that he LP placed on the list of passed assistant surgeons In 
exactly the same -numerical or lineal ~:>osition which be occupied on the 
date he re:lgned fro·m th€ SPl"vice. March 12, 1908. 

Owing to rhe exc{'llent record of Dr. Taylor while a .member of the 
M Pdical ('or·ps of the !':aV"y, and In view of his peclal fitness for the 
servi ce and of thr urgent nred of more medical officers In the Navy, 
the departmP.nt recommends that the m~>asure (H. R. 7194), amended 
as suggpsted above, t>e favorably considered. 

Faithfully, yours, 
JOSEPHUS DANTELS, 

Becn:tary oJ the Navy. 
The CHAIR~IAN CoMMITTEE &N NAvAL AFFAIRs, 

House of RepresentaUrres. 
The committee bas .adopted Ute amendments recommended by the 

department in the ab()ve letter and a.s amended recommend that the bill 
do pass. 

· JOSEPH ELIOT AUSTIN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was th~ 
bill (B. H.. 2642) authorizing the President to reinstate Joseph 
Eliot Austin as an eusign in the United States Navy. 

The bill was read. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.., That the President be, and is hereby, authorized 

l:o reinstate former Midshipman Joseph Eliot Austln in the United 
State Navy with the rank of ensign. 

SEc. 2. Tbat be take position in the lfl'ade of ensign at the foot of 
the class which graduated from the Umted States Naval Academy in 
June, 1908. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1\Ir. Chairman, there is a mistake made as to 
the committee which made this report. It was made in the 
~a·mi Affnirs Committee. 

The CHAl.Rl\f.AN, 'The Olerk will report the committee 
1Ullendment. · 

The Clei'k read .as follows~ 
Strike out all after the enacting cla11sc and insert the following: 
"That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and with 

the advice and consent of the Senate, to ninstate former Midshipman 
Joseph Eliot Austin in the Vnited States Navy with the rank of en
sign, and, ~ . .-Her one year·s service as' ensign, be shall be promoted to 
the grade or lieutenant. junior grade, to take rank with and next after 
Aquilla Gibbs Dibrell, lieutenant, junior grade: Prot,irled, That the said 
Joseph Eliot Austin, after one year's service as ensign, shall establish 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of tbe Navy, by examination pur
suant to law, his physical, mental, moral, and profesRkmal fitness to 
perform the duties of lieutenant, junio1· grade, in the Navy." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present -c..onsider
ation oi this bill? 

Mr. F'OSTEll.. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. BlliTTEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to cal1 atten

tion to this particular bill as briefly as possible, and say that 
this young man, Joseph Eliot Austin, graduated from the Naval 
Acadamy in June, 1908, and immediately thereafter wns ordered 
on the U. S. S. South Dakota. It ppears that about a year 
and a half after that time he married a young lady in the 
Philippine Islands. At that time the law pro,itled tllat a lllid
Rhipruan could not marry within two years after his gradua
tion. The law has subsequently been changed, and tlley can 
marry at any time after their graduation now. 

It appeared from the hearings before our committee that 
there was an insert called insert No. 5, or regulation No. 5, 
in the ship's · book of regulations providing that midshipmen 
could not marry within two years after their graduation. It 
appears th~t youug Austin did not hal·e, or could not find in 
the book of regulations held and owned by him, this insert No. 
5. He and his friends looked through several otller books of 
regulations on board, and they did not ha,·e this insert ~o. 5. 
The captain of the ship knew thnt the wedding was about to 
take pluc~ and did not tell the young man that -he was gettin~ 
married contrary to the Navy regulations, and the catttain of 
the ship was invited to attend the wedding. The hearings show 
that he was sorry that he could not attend, but th~lt he said he 
woul-d allow other officers on board to attend the wedding. 

Some time after the wedding the young man was informed 
that he had violated regulation ll'o. 5, and be was requested 
to -state .his case to the commanding officer. He did not state 
his case to his ~ommanding officer, assuming that he would be 
court-mnrtialed and that be would then have a n opportunity 
to tell just what transpired on board ship and show that e,·ery
body knew that -he was going to get married. induding his com
m:lllding officar; thut there was no one on board the ship who 
knew that he was vio_lating the regulations. 

During the past two years the young man has been assistant 
instructor at the Cuh·er ~1ilitary Academy, in Indhma. and has 
also i.Jeen in charge of the U. S. S. Yantic, in the Michigan Naval 
Militia, where he has done very good sen-ice and where his 
service on board the ship is very ruuch of the same character 
as the service he would have been l'l"lluired to perform if he 
had remained in the Navy as a midshipman. 

This bill provides that he be reinstated as an ensign at the 
bottom of the class at which be graduated in 1908. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, this is rather a peculiar case 
from se,·eral standpoints. One is that the young man looked 
at the regulations, but page 5, which hnd reference to getting 
married, was missing. Then he was culled urrou to make a 
defense, and he did not make any because he thought he was 
going to be court-martialed. I think under the regulations of 
the Navy a case of dismissal goes to the Secret~u-y of the :\avy 
for his approval, and then goes finally to the President. In th:s 
case tlle _young man was unable to find out. in the first place, 
whether lle had the rigllt to get married or not. and then the 
commanding officer of the vessel and his other superior officers 
seem to have known nothing about it. and be was told nothing 
about it. It is rather a strange kind of a case, coming up in 
this way. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that justice may be don~ to this young 
man, whom I do not know, but whom I pity. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 du not know him, either. 
Mr. BUTLER. In justice to hjm, let it he snid that the officer 

of the ship approved his marriage and sent the executive officer 
to the wedding as best man. They misled this ;-"oung fellow, 
and the men who did it ought to be punished. 

l\Ir. FOSTER. That is substantially what I stated a moment 
ago. 

Mr. BUTLER. Excuse me. The young man did not know. 
this naval regulation. 

Mr. FOSTER. I said that be dld not. 
Mr. BUTLER. He was absolntely ignorant of it, and it wn-s 

the business of the superior cfficer of the ship to have told 
-him that. 
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Mr. FOSTER. I said he did not, but at the same time, in 
the regulations that were there it seemed that the particular 
page he was looking for was gone, and when he could have 
made an e::~..rplanatlon he did not do it, but was waiting for a 
court-martial. 

Mr. BRI'J,'TEN. I will say to the gentleman that in cases 
of this kind, for violation of the regulations on board ship, a 
court-martial invariably f~llows, so that the officer or enlisted 
man has a chance to defend himself. This young man ex
pected a court-martial. There is no question about that; but 
the court-martial never occurred. Since then that regulation, 
No. 5, or whatever the number is, has been repealed, and 
young men graduating from the academy are permitted to 
marry at any time thereafter. This young man has kept him
self in touch with the service all the time since he has beeu 
out of the Navy. He is at present connected with the Naval 
Militia of l\Iicbigan and is rendering very good service. I 
have here a letter from his superior officer aboard the U. S. S. 
Yantio that I would be pleased to read to the gentleman, if he 
cares to hear it. 

:Mr. ESCH. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. ESCH. This bill was given very careful consideration 

in the Sixty-second Congress, and voluminous testimony was 
taken, and it was favorably reported in that Congress. I re
introduced the bill in this Congress, and it again has been favor
ably reported. 

In reference to the reason why this young officer did not 
find in the regulations the prohibition against marriage during 
his term as midshipman, I wish to state that he consulted his 
file of instructions and changes, and the officers of his mess 
also consulted their files, and they did not find sheet No. 5 of 
the instructions. Whose fault it was I do not know. This 
ship was awny from Continental United States. It had been 
cruising 1n Pacific waters. The instructions would be sent, 
of course, from the authorities here in Washington, and pos
sibly that sheet may have been omitted and was not distributed 
to these mess officers. This young man made an effort to find 
the law. He did not find the law, and when he went to his 
superior officer and invited him to attend the ceremony he was 
not advised of the existence of such a law, nor did any other 
superior officer on that vessel advise him of the existence of 
the law. 

It seems to me that this young man used due diligence in 
ascertaining the law, and ought not to be held accountable 
under those circumstances. 'l'he commanding officer of this ves
sel, the South Dakota., was soon thereafter dismissed for the 
good of the service. 

1\lr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman state that again? I did 
not hear it. 

l\Ir. ESCH. The commanding officer of this vessel was subse-
quently dismissed from the service. . 

The committee sought to get the testimony of the command
ing officer and held this cnse open for four weekF- seeking to 
find him in order to get his testimony, but were unsuccessful 
in finding him. 

Mr. FOSTER. There seems to have been a sort of mystery 
about this case. Here was a young man who had graduated 
fi·om the Naval Academy in lDO • and this occurred in 100!>~ 
a year after he graduated at Annapolis. It seems to me the 
young man ought to have known something about the regula
tions, but I realize that his commanding officer ought to have 
known and ought to have informed him if it was a violation 
of the regulations. It seems to me a strange thing thnt an 
officer of the Navy would not do so. I do not know anything 
about this commanding officer, what sort of a character he 
bad, or anything about him. 

Mr. BUTLER. We tried to find the commanding officer, but 
could not. 
· 1\Ir. FOSTER. In view of the statement of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Ur. EscH], who introduced this bill, I am 
going to withdraw· my objection to it and let it be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re

ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
RATHBUN, BEACHY & CO. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mo.us consent to return to Calendar No. 359. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
BURKE] asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 359, 

which is H. R. 2312, for the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Co. · 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The bill and the commHtee amendment, wllich npr)ear earlier 

in to-day's proceedings, were again read. 
The CHAIRM.A ... ~. Is there objection to the present con-

sideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re

ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
SARAH M'LAUGTILIN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar wa the 
bill (B. R. 10S97) for the relief of Sarah .McLaughlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in' the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Sarah McLaughlin widow of .John 
McLaughlin, deceased, who was instantly killed in Februat·y 1n12 by 
reason of a defective cable, while engaged in the employm~nt of' the 
United States Government, in the Reclamation Service, at the Patllfinder 
Dam, Wyoming, the sum of $5,000. 

With the following committee nmendment: 
Page 1, line 10, strike out " $5,000 " and insert " ~ 936.96." 

The CBAIR.i\1.Ai~. Is there · objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 
, Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, as I understand it 
this is a personal injury case where the Government bas al
ready paid to the claimant the amount allowed by the general 
law, to wit, one year's salary, and the claimant now seek to 
recover an additional amount. I think the committee possibly 
computes it at one year's salary. . 

Mr. GOOD. The Government has already paid one ye:.u·'s 
salary. A large part of it, however, was paid, not to the widow, 
but for the funeral expenses of the deceased. The amount paid 
was $936.96. Of that amount $350 was necessary to pay the 
funeral expenses of the decedent and the railway fare to the 
former home of the family. 'l"he decedent was killed without 
any fault on his part at Pathfinder Dam, Wyo. Be was engaged 
on a little platform that was constructed overhanging the 
canyon. A cable was attached directly above his head, and 
while a heavy load was being carried across the canyon the 
cable broke and struck Mr. McLaughlin and knocked him from 
the platform on which he was standing to the bottom of the 
canyon-160 feet below. He was instantly killed. 

He left two children, one 2 years old and one G years old, 
as I recall. Immediately after the death of her husband the 
widow was ill for some time, and what little remained of the 
year's salary after paying these expenses was used in paying 
every dollar · of indebtedness owing by the husband during 
his lifetime. So there was hardly a penny left for the poor 
widow, who to-day is working on a farm for $3 a week trying 
to support the two minor children. These are the facts. Under 
an Executive order in accidents of this kind on the Panama 
Canal two years' salary is paid to the widow or the heirs. 
It seems to me there onght not to be any objection to this 
small claim being paid to the widow under the circumstances. 
I do not think that all the salary was paid to the woman; but 
whether it was or not, she turned around and paid the rest to 
her husband's creditors . 

.Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I realize with the gentleman 
from Iowa that this is, of course, a case which excites the sym
pathies of every one of us, and I realize the gentleman desires 
to see this woman helped. I sympathize with him in his object 
in this case. I believe that under the cornpen ation law which 
the Government has in existence now it does not pay a suffi· 
cient amount in cases of death or injury. But I also realize 
that if we commence now to open up these cases, which haYe all 
been settled on the same bn is, although this may be a worthy 
one, as I believe it is, we ought to adjudicate all tho e that we 
haYe gone over in the past and allowed the one year's salary. 

I remember in the district in which I live not very long ago 
a widow who was destitute, with minor children, wrote me in 
reference to a case similar to this, where her hu band had lost 
his life in river and harbor work, which, .I think, is under this 
law, and I could secure nothing more for her. I had passed 
through this House a bill a year or two ago for the widow of a 
man who lost his life while employed by the Bureau of Mines 
in Pennsylvania, and they paid but a year's salary. These two 
cases were cases that excited my sympathy as much as this 
case, and I regretted I could not secure more, but had to be con
tent with the year's salary. I would be glad to consider a 
mensure which would Yote a ·larger amount for the widows or 
heirs of these people who lose their lives and leaye them de-



1914. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 13091 
pendent. I do not believe that we do right in not paying thesf' 
~ople more. but I do not fuink that we ought to single out any 
one particular case, but that if we take up one we shou1~ ta.ke 
up aU of them. I can furnish the gentleman from Iowa JUSt as 
s::td a case a::; his own. I would like to see that widow with her 
little children receive more money. I h"'llow that treating the 
cases in this way there must be a favored few that would comf' 
in here, and for that reRson, until we do get a proper law to 
determine to go back and adjudicate all the cnses, I can not con
sent to have one go through without the others. and for that 
reason I must object to the consideration of this bill at this 
time. I hope that Congress will not long delay the passage of 
a law that will give ample compensation for de-ath or injury. 
Our Government ought to be just to those in hazardous occup~
tions. It is wrong for the Go,·n~nment to ha-re these people ID 
its employ and when they are killed not to mnke sufficient pro· 
vision for those who are dependent, or if crippled they should 
be paid a due compensa.tion. 

PAYMENT FOR CERTAIN SERVICES, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The ne.~t business in order on the Private Calendar was the . 
bHl (II. R. 1530D) providing for the payment for -certain services 
arising under the Na '"Y Department. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows; 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be ts 

hereby. authorized and directed to pay. out of any money in the Tt·eas
ury not otherwise appropriated. the following sums of money to the 
respective claimants ennmet·ated herein, the same being the amount 
due said claimants for service rendered under the Navy Department ns 
cet·tified to the House by let ter from the St>cretary of the Treasury 
March 25. 1914: To w: F. Durand, Stanford University. California, 
$228.05: to Burton 'McCollom. Bureau of Standards. Department of 
Commerce, $325: to Pay Director J. S. Phillips. United States_ Na~. 
$70: to Pay lD!>p.Pctor Z. W. Reynolds. United States Navy, $o29.93; 
to R. P. Andr-ews Paper Co., Washington. D. C., $21.15. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con
sideration -of the bi11? 

Mr. Sl\IlTH of Minnesota. I object. 
EDWARD A. THOMPSON. 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to Oulendar No. 335, H. R. 7287, for the relief 
ot Edward A. Thompson. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oonnecticnt asks 
unanimous consent to go .back to Calendar No. 335. Is there 
obje-ction? 

Mr. MANN. What is it? 
Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. The case of Edward A. Thomp

son, a cluim to which obje-ction was made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

1\ir. MA...~N. I do not llhject. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 7287) for the relief of Edward A. TboDl'J)son. 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Tr-easury be. and be 1s 

bereby. authorized and directed to pay. out &f any mouey in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated. tbe sum of $10.000 to Edward A. 
'l'hompson. to compensate bim for the loss of his son, Harold A. Tho-mp
son. late a s.eaman on the U. S. S. G-eorgia. who was killed ln the per
formance of his duty on said ship. 

With the following committee amendments: 
In line 5 strike out tbe figures "$1 0,000" and insert ln lieu tbereoi 

the figures "$121j.40.u ln line 6, after the word "Thompson," strike 
out the t•emainder of said bill and substitute the following words: 
" an.d said Edward A. Thompson shall be regarded as the duly desig
nated beneficiary of the late Harold A. Thompson, a seaman on tbe 
u. ·S. s. Illinois, who was killed in the performance of his duty on 
said ship." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there . objection? 
Mr. BUTLER. Reserving the right to object, and I do not 

intend to obje-ct, I want to ask the gentleman if this bill was 
introduced to pay the sum of $10,000? 

Mr. REILLY of Connecticut. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. And the committee reported $125. That ts 

guite a compromise. 
Mr. REILLY of Connecticut~ It was not a compromise; it 

,was a necessity. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consic1er-

: ation of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended w..a-s ordered to be laid aside with a 

favoratJie recommendation. 
MORRIS DIETRICH. 

The next business in order on the Printte Calendar was the 
bill (II. R. 10327) for the Telief of Morris Dietrich. 

The Clerk :read tile bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary o-f the Treasury be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pal: out at any mo.ney l.n the Tt·eas
ury not otbet·wise appropriated, to ru.orrls Dietrich, who was _perma
nently disabled while engaged ln. the employment of the United States 

Government at Frankford Arsena~ In the State of Pennsylvania, on or 
.about July 25, 1913, the sum of ;:.-5,000. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In Une 10 strike out " $5,000" and Insert in Hen thereof " $1,500." 

The CllAIR~iAN. Is there obje-ction to the present com;id-
eration of the bill? 

Mr. 1\IANN. I object. 
BENJAMIN E. JONES. 

The next business in order on the Private CRlendal' was the 
bill (S. 1803) for the relief of Benjamin E. Jones. 

The Clerk read the bill. 3S follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and "he is 

hereby, authot·ized and directed to pay Benjamin E. Jones, junior engineer, 
United States GeoJogical Survey, tbe sum of $70. and said amount is 
hereby appt•opriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriat:Pd, said sum to be ln full of all losses incurred and dama~es 
sustained by him in an accident while engaged ln the Government 
service. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

There was no obje-ction. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to lJe reported to the 

Honse with -a favorable recommendation. 
THOMAS E. PHILIPS. 

The next business in order on the Prh·ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 858) for the relief of Thomas E. Philips. 

The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the penslon laws 

Thomas E. Pbllips shall hereafter be held and con-sidered to have been 
honorably discharged from tbe military servtt'e of tue t iniwd :State.; as 
a corporal in Company B, Sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 
lltb day of January, 1863: Provided, That no pension, bounty, or al
lowance shall accrue prior to the passage of this act. 

With the following committee amendments: 
Strike out of lim• 7 dle words "11th day of January" lUld Insert 

in lieu thereof the words "2tlth day of October." 
The CHAIRllAN. Is there objection to the present consider-

ation of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The t'Cnnmlttee mncndment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor

able re-commendation. 
S. L. BURGARD. 

The next business in order on the Prh~ate Calendar was the 
blll (H. R. 17004) for the relief of S. L. Burgard. 

'l'h(;' C'lP.rk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. 11Al\TN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

JOHN MITCHELL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 12161) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Mitchell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it e-nacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he_ ls 

berl:'by, anthurizerl and ult'I!Cit•d tn remove the char~e_ of dt•l;w~ncm 
agaii!st .Tohn Mitchell, late of United States gunboat O:role, and 1ssue 
to him an honorable discharge from the Navy of the Uruted States. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out aU after the enacting clause ana insert: 
"That the Secretary of the Navy _be, and he is hereby, .authorized ~o 

remove the charge of desertion aga.mst John i)-fitche.Jl. who served 1n 
the United States sbips G-reat Western, Oriole, and Huntress, anQ to 
issue to the said John Mitchell, or in case of his death to his heirs 
or other legal representatives, a eertl.ficate of discharg-e: P1'0Vided, That 
no pay or bounty for any t!eriod of time _during wblc.h the said John 
Mitchell was absent from hlS command w1tbout leave of absence shall 
acerue or be payable by virtue of the passage of this act." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obje-ction? 
Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Chairman. reserving the right to object, I 

do not know that I ha>e any objection to passing a proper bill. 
This bill in the form that it is in would not do the man an e:trthly 
bit of good, if we passed it, because it does not pro>ide for an 
honorable discharge, and 1t also purports to remoYe the charge 
of desertion and change the records, when the War Department 
holds that you can not do that. It is true the bill was drnwn 
by the Navy Department. I do not know whether the Pr_esi· 
clent would veto it, but it would not grant the man a pens10n, 
nnrl probably that is what he wants. 

1\Ir. HAY. I will state that the President has vetoed similar 
bills heretofore drawn fot· the purpose of removing the charge 
of desertion from soldiers. 

Mr. ~!ANN. If this bill related to the Army, this would be 
vetoed. 

Mr. HAY. Undo.ubtedly; and I do not see any reason why 
the same rule .should not apply to the Navy. 

Mr. .MANN. 'l~here is none, probably. e~eept that in this 
case the Secretary of the Navy sent this over to the committee, 
but I do not suppose he knew anytblng about it personally~ 
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_But it does not provide for an· honorable discharge nor does it 
provide that be shall be considered as having had an honorable 
dicharge. It would not do the man any good. 

Mr. ·REILLY of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
gentleman from Illinois, I will state that this bill was drawn 
to conform to the statute passed in 1888, providing for the relief 
of certain men of the Navy or Marine Corps from the charge 
of desertion. 

This law gave the Secretary of the Navy the right, in his 
discretion, to remove the charge of desertion standing on the 
records of the Navy against any enlisted man in the Navy or 
the Marine Corps who served in the Civil War, under certain 
conciitions. 

One condition required to exist in order that the Secretary 
of the Navy might exercise his discretion was that the enlisted 
man seeking relief must have faithfully served until May 1, 
186t>, having previou ly served six months or more. 

This law also provided that when the charge of desertion 
was removed it was the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to 
i sue a certificate of discharge to the said enlisted man. or, in 
case of his deRth, to his heirs or to his legal representatives. 

The facts cqncerning the case of John Mitchell are as follows: 
John Mitchell, in May, 1861, enlisted as a private in Com

pany D, Third New York Volunteer Infantry, and after serv
ing two years receh~ed an honorable discharge. 

In March, 1865, 1\litchel1 enlisted in the Navy for two years 
a a landsman, and served until August 26, 1865, when he 
de erted at 1\lound City, Ill. 

Shortly before Mitchell's desertion his father had died, and 
prior to that one of his brothers had died in the war, and be 
went home at the urgent request of his mother, and, as he 
thought at the time, when there was nothing more for him to 
do, the war being over. It appears that he did not know that 
it was required to be mustered out. 

Notwithstanding his honorable discharge for pre"\<ious serv
ices in the war, Mitchell could not get the charge of desertion 
against him on the records of the Navy Department removed 
under the statute of 1888, because he had not served in the 
Navy six months prior to May 1, 186'5. 
Th~ object of this bill is to clear up the Navy record of this 

man by removing the charge of desertion and by issuing to him 
a discharge certificat~ as provided by the law of 1888. 

1\lr. 1\!A..~N. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman wants an honor
able discharge. This bill would not give it to him. It would 
not do the man any good to pass the bill. The President has 
repeatedly vetoed bills in this form. I am not willing to pass 
this bill in this form by unanimous consent and then say to 
the next man that I will not consent. 

1\!r. REILLY of Wisconsin. This man already has one hon
orable discharge, and he is not asking for an honorable dis
charge in this bill. While the bill as originally introduced 
called for an honorable discharge, the change was maue to the 
present form of the bill on the suggestion and recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy, the idea of the Secretary of 
the Navy being that while Mr. Mitchell's case did not come 
within the letter of the statute of 1888, it came within the spirit 
of that statute. 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. But they were honorably discharged. 
Mr. REILLY of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Illinois is 

mistnken. The men who eome within the spirit of the statute 
of 1888 did not get an honorable discharge. The :;:tatute sim
ply requires that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Navy 
to issue to the e men a discharge. 

The CHAIR~1AN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
I. C. JOHNSON, JR. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 11767) for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr. 

The Clerk read the· title of the bill. 
Mr. 1\lAJ.'I"N. 1\Ir. Chairman, I object. 

RICHARD PHILLIP M'CULLOUGH. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 12064) for the relief of Lieut. Richard Phillip 
.McCullough, United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

COL. DAVID L. BRAINARD, QUARTERMASTER CORPS, UNITED STATES 
ARMY. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
b111 ( S. 5293) for the promotion and retirement of Col. David 
L. Brainard, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object. · 

-
SETH WATSON. 

The next business in order on the Pdvate Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 1149) for the relief of ~eth Watson. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any Jaws confer

rt_ng rights, privileges, and benefits upon llonorably discharged sol
dters, Seth Watson, who was a first lieutenant of Company B 
Twenty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry' 
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been dischax·ged honor: 
ably from the military ser·vice of the United States as a member of 
said company and regiment on the 24th day of June, 1864: Pro v-ided, 
That no pay or bounty shall accrue or become payable by reason of 
the passage of this act. . 

T~e CHAIRl\~A.N. Is there objection to the present consid
eratiOn of the b1ll? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be favorably reported 
to the House. 

THOMAS G. RUNNING. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
act ( S. 663) for the relief of Thomas G. Running. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the · Secretary of the Treasury be anu he 

~s hereby, authorized. and directed to pay, out of any money In the 
Treasury not otherWise ilPPropriated, to Thomas G. Running the sum 
of $720 fo~ injuries received while employed in the United States 
Forest SerVIce during the year 1904. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, strike ont " $720 " and Insert " $2,500." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

1\fr. 1\f.Al'I"N. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object 
this is where I suppose, in an inadvertent moment the com: 
mittee decided to put in $2,500 instead of a year's sal~ry. Does 
the gentleman desire to insist on that amendment? 

l\lr. POU. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman this is 
a little different from the ordinary run of these cases. This 
man has totally lost his eyes. lle is out there alone, and the 
committee thought in view of the fact he had lost the sight of 
both of his eyes that $720 was totally inadequate. 

1\fr. MANN. Oh, well, "totally inadequate." Of course it is 
totally adequate to recompense a man if we paid $50,000 for the 
loss of his eyesight. 

1\Ir. POU. Well, there is a great deal of difference between 
$720 and $2,500 to a man who has nothing. 

Mr. 1\lANN. I object. . 
1\fr. POD. 1\fr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman if he will 

object in the event we agree to the Senate bill? 
1\Ir. MANN. That is what I asked the gentleman, but I could 

not get an answer. 
Mr. POU. I did not so understand the gentleman from 

Illinois. I am willing to accept the Senate bill if I can put it 
through without objection. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation 
carrying the sum of $720, as provided for in the Senate bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. And that man is blind. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommenda tion in the amount of $720, as provided in the Senate 
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorab1e recommendation. 
BENJAMIN A. SANDERS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 12198) for the relief of Benjamin A. Sanders. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Th~t the Secretary of the Treasnry be, and he Is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Benjamin A. Sanders, the sum of 
$2,500, in full compensation for Injuries received by him on Decembel." 
26, 1912, while in the performance of his duties as an employee of 
the United States Government, being principal of the Uintah Indian 
boardjng school, Whiterocks, Utah, by a flying piece of a broken em ery 
wheel used as a part of the equipment of said school. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, strike out " $2,500 " and insert " $1,000." 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present ·consider

ation of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re

ported favorably to the House. 
V. E. SCHERMERHORN AND OTHERS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
act ( S. 4930) for the relief of V. TiJ. Schermerhorn, El. 0. Ca1ey, 
G. W. Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
1\fr. 1\IANN. 1\Ir. Chalrm~, I object\ 
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The CHAIRMAN. The -gentleman from Illil){)-is objects. 
Mr. HELVERING. l\Ir. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 

withhold his objection for just a moment. 
l\fr. l\IANN. I will be 'very willing to do so, although it is 

now 5 o'clock, but I shall object in the end. There is no merit 
in the bill, according to my opinion. I thought possibly I was 
expediting the rest of the calendar by objecting at this moment. 
I am not otherwise interested in it. 

Mr. BEL VERING. I do not know, but perhaps the gentleman 
has read this report very carefully. 

Mr. 1\fANN. I have read the report and I know what it is. 
Mr. HELVERING. The gentleman undoubtedly believes the 

property was destroyed by the employees of the Government? 
Mr. :MANN. I have no doubt the property }VaS burned. not 

the slightest, but there is no evidence to show the Government 
had anything to do with it. If they had, they are not respon
sible. The people ought to curry insurance. 

1\Ir. HELVERING. l\Ir. Chaii:man, I ask unanimons consent 
to extend my remarks by printing the Senate report on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
extend his remarks in the manner indicated. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Tbe Senate report is as follows: 
[Senate llepl)rt No. 461, Sixty-third Congress, second session.] 

!!'be Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4930) 
for the relief of V. E. Scberm!'rhorn, E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and 
Philip Hudspeth, having considered the same, report thereon with the 
recommendation that the bill do pass with the following amendments: 

In line 7, strike out the figures "$6,250" and insert in lieu thereof 
the figures " 2,7G7.45." 

On page 2, line 21 strike out the figures "$7,592" and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures '$3.109.45." 

'l'he facts in the case at·e fully set forth in the following proceedings 
of a board of officers conven!'d at Fort Riley, Kans., which is appended 
hereto and made a part of this report: 

Proceedings of a board of officers convened at Fort Riley, Kans., pur
suant to the following orders: 
Special Order \ HEADQUARTERS, 

No. 213. J Fort Riley, Kans., October 16, 1908. 
A board of officers is appointed to inquire into and report upon the 

origin and circumstances of a prairie fire which occurred on this mili
tar;v reservation, near the northern boundary, on the 15th instant, and 
which is reported to have sprt>ad to and caused serious damage on the 
farm of 1\fr. Schermerhorn, adjoinin~? the reservation. 

The board will, if possible, detet·mrne the responsibility for the occur
rence and estimate the amount of damage done outside of the reserva
tion. 

Detail for the board : Maj. John E. McMahon, Sixth Field Artillery; 
Capt. Charles R. Lloyd, Sixth l!'ield Artillery; First Lieut. James W. 
Riley, Sixth Field Art1llery. 

By order of Col. Ward: 

Special Order } 
No. 240. 

ERYEST HP-ms, Adjutant General. 

HEADQUARTERS, 
Fort Riley, Kans., Novembe1· 18, ·1908. 

• • • • • • • 
2. Capt. Charles R. Llo;vd, Sirtb Field Artillery, is, on account or 

absence from the post, reheved as a member of a board of officers ap
pointed by Special Order No. 213_, current series, these headquarters, 
and Capt. Louis '.r. Boiseau, Sixtn Field Artillery, is detailed in his 
stead. 

By command of Gen. Kerr: 
N. K. AVERILL, 

Captain, Seventh Ca-z;alt·y, Acting Adjt,tant General. 
The board convened pursuant to the above order has the honor to 

submit the following t·eport : 
Upon investigation the board finds that a grass fire was started on 

the morning of October 15, 1908, by Pvt. Marcele Bxdek, Battet·y A, 
Sixth !field Artillet·y. While the battery was engaged in target pmc
tice on Packers Hill, this soldier was standing near his wheel pair, in 
the position occupied by the limbers. While engaged in lighting his 
pipe, be was compelled to drop it suddenly in order to attend to his 
horses, and the tire from the pipe was communicated to the long grass. 
A high wind, which was blowing at the time, spread the fire rapidly, 
but it was eventually put out and guards stationed at·ound the edges of 
the burned area to prevent the recurrence of the fire from stray sparks. 
These guar·ds w!'re removed wb,en the battery returned to the post. In 
the afternoon of the same day another grass fire broke out, which 
spread rapidly, owing to the high wind, and which, in spite of the 
efl'orts made to extinguish it, extended to the farms north of the reser
vation, owned, respectively, by V. E. Schermerhorn, Philip Hudspeth, 
and G. W. Campbell. Part of Mr. Schermerhorn's farm IS leased by 
E. C. Caley. 

The amount of damage is estimated as follows: 
G. W. Campbell, 2 loads of sorghum,. at $8---------------------- $16 
Philip Hudspeth, 16 tons hay, at $15--------------------------- 128 
Philip Hudspeth, 20 bushels corn, at $0.30--------------------- 6 
K C. Caley, 15 tons bay, at $8------------------------------- 120 
E. C. Caley, 240 bushels corn, at $0.30------------------------ 72 

As regards the injury done the Schermerhorn orchard, the board has 
found considerable difficulty in determining the value of the damage. 
The fire spread irregularly through the orchard, singeing the trees and 
injuring the crop of apples at the time on the trees. Mr. Schermerhorn 
submitted a sketch of the bm·ned area, together with an affidavit of his 
father, E. R. Schet·merhorn. stating that the trees were valued at $10 
each. The sketch and affidavit are forwarded herewith, marked "In
closure 1." A careful examination of the burned area was then made 
by F. E. Conter, forestet·, quartermaster department, whose report and 

- sketch arc forwarded herewith, marked " Inclosure 2." , _ 
From these data lt appears that th!'re wet·e 12.25 acres over whlch 

the damage was spread, but that the 637 tree spaces burned over cover 
an area of 9.12 acres. From the accompanying letter (inclosure 3) of 

Mr. Albert Diekens, head of the department of horticulture and forestry, 
Kansas. State Agricultut·al CollE>ge, it appear·s that the value of orchard 
lands similar to Mr·. Schet·merhorn's var·ies from $200 to $250 an acre. 
On this basis, allowing the claimant the 12.25 acres burned over, the 
actual damage done would be betwe!'n $2,450 and $3,062.50. To this 
should be added $11.20, the value of 28 bushels of apples at 40 cents 
per bushel. 

If, on the other hand, the damage be estimated by considering the 
number of t1·ees actually destroyed, and allowing l!)10 per tree, as 
claimed by Mr. Scl.tcrmerhorn, the damage would be as follows: 
422 trees, 8 to 9 years, at $10 __ ------------------------- $4, 220. 00 
6 trPes, 1 to 2 years, at $L----------------------------=- 6. 00 
31 sprout~ at 20 cents-------------------------------- ~20 
28 bushels apples, at 40 cents-------------------------- 11. 20 

_ Total ____________________ --------------------- 4,243.40 
Allowing a stand of 70 trees to the acre, tbt> valuation of the trees 

at $10 each would make the orchard worth $700 per acre, which is 
believed to be excessive. 

The board is of the opinion that it would be just to all parties con
cerned to assess the damage done as follows : 
12.25 acres, at $225 per acre_ ___________________________ $2, 75G. 25 
28 bushels apples, at 40 cents-------------------------- 11. 20 

Total __________________________________________ 2,767.4u 

From an examination made of the burned area and the testimony of 
the several ollkers and enlisted men who were detailed to superintend 
the putting out of the first fire, the board is not pt·epared to say that 
the second fit·e originated from the first. The evidence shows that all 
due precautions were taken to extinguish the or·iginal fire and to · 
prevent its spread, and that when the second fire broke out in the after
noon immediate steps were taken to put it out. It is the experience of 
the members of the board that grass fires are continually breaking out 
on the reservation dul'ing the dry season, and that it is generally found 
impossible to determine their origin or cause. In view of the above, 
the board is unable to determine definitely the responsibility for the 
fire which caused the damage. 

At the time of the fire Col. F. K. Ward, Seventh Cavalry, was in 
tempor·ary command of the post, the commanding general being on sick 
report. 

F ·it'st 

.Approved. 

Jxo. El. McMAHoN, 
Majm·, Sixth Field A1·tillery. 

L. T. BOISEAU 
Captain, Sixth Field Artillery. 

J. W. RILEY, -
Lieutenant and Battalio1~ Quat·termaster, 

Sixth Field Ar·tille.NJ. 

HE..I.DQUARTERS, 
Fort Riley, Kans., Mat·ch 10, 1909. 

It is not shown that either Col. F. K. Ward, Seventh Cavalry, com
manding Fort Riley at the time of the fire; First Lieut. B. F. Browne 
Sixth Field Artilleryi the officer in command of Battery A, Sixth J3'ield 
:1~til~~·r1h~~o~~e r~I~~r~cf~oinfr~':-:s~1~~ ; or the United States is responsi-

J. B. KERR, 
Brigadier Gene1·at, Commanding. 

[First indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS, 

Fm·t Riley, Kans., Maroh 15, 1909. 
Respectfully forwarded to the adjutant general, Department of the 

Missouri, Omaha, Nebr. 
'l'be board has very carefully investigated this matter, and the pro

ceedings are forwarded for the information of higher authority. 
J. B. KERR, 

Brigadier General, United States Army, Commanding. 

[Second indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 

Omaha, Nebr., Mar·ch 23, 1909. 
Respectfully returned to the co::nmanding geneml, Ll'ort Riley, Kans. 
The board will makt> an examination aftel" Ju.1e 1 and ascertuin the 

number of fruit trees actually killed by the fire. 
- The board will also obtain the statements of the owners of the dam
aged propet·ty, as to the origin of the fire, and as to the efforts made 
by them to extinguish it and to protect their own property from destruc
tion. 

By command of Brig. Gen. Morton. 
· C. W. KENNEDY, Adjutant General. 

[Third indorsement.] 
HEdDQUARTEns, 

Fort Riley, Kans., Ma·rch 25, 1909. 
Respectfully returned to Maj . .John E. McMahon, Sixth Field Artil

lery, president of the board, inviting attention to preceding indorsement. 
By command of Brig. Gen. Kerr. 

The board met at 11.30 a. m. 

ERNEST HINDS, 
Adjutant Gener·at. Commanding. 

FORT RILEY, KANS., Jtme 23, 1909. 

Prpsent: Maj. John E. McMahon, Sixth Field Artillery; Capt. Louis 
T. Boiseau, Sixth Field Artillery. 

Absent: First Lieut. J. W. Riley, Sixth Field At·tillery, absent with 
leave, per S. 0. 96, headquarters Department of the Missouri, May 19, 
1909. 

The evidence of the property owners as to the measures taken to pro
tect their property against damage by fire is forwarded herewith, 
marked " Inclosures 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12." 

From an i.Iispection made by the board, assisted by two foresters of 
the Quartermaster's Department, of the Schermt>rborn orchard, it ap
pears that an area of about 12 acres of the orchard has been cleared 
and planted in corn since tbe fire. The boru.·d found tbat the fruit trees 
had been removed from this area and were piled in three heaps on tbe 
adjoining f"round. These trees were counted as carefully as possible 
and the number found to be about 625. From this it would appear that 
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tlle nmount of dnmn,~res E'Sti.mftted by the 'bnard in the original proceed-
1D.!!S is apparently co1·rect. 

There be!Ag no further business, the board adjourned sine die. 

Approved. 

J~o. E: MCMAHO~, 
Major, Bt~tb Field Adil1enJ. President. 

L. T. BotSEAU, 
Captain, .Si-xth Field Artillery. Member. 

HEADQUARTERS, 
Fort Riley, Kans., June !6, !909. 

F. K. WARD, 
Oolonel Seventh Cavalry, Com11~an.din{} Post. 

JACOB M. COOPER. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
net ( S. 754) for the relief of J:~cob M:. Cooper. 

The Clerk reRd the title of the bill. 
1\lr. MO.NDELL. 1\lr. Chairman, I object. 

YffiiCK BURGESS. 

The next business ln order on the Private Calendar was an 
aet ( S . .5065) for the relief of :\firick Burgess. 

The bill was read. as follows: 
Be it enactrd, etc., Tbat tn the administrati-on of any taws eonf~>rrtng 

rights, privileges, and benefits upon bonorabl{ dlschaN!;ed soldiers, 
Mirick Burg~. who was a privatt> of Company , Third Re'?jment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and of Company H. Tw~>lf'tb Reglment 
United States Infantry, shall 'berPafter be held and consid~red to have 
be:m di chargt>d honorably fTom the milttary st>r-viee of th~ United , :tat~.>s 
as n mPmber of the last-named compan:Y and re::iment on March 28, 
1863: Prrn:ider1. That no pay nor bounty shall accrue or become payable 
by reason of the passage of this act. 

The CHAIR.MAl'l. Is there objection to the present consid
el'ation of this bill? 

Mr. MO:\"DELL. Mr. Chnirman, I object. 
Mr. STEVEN~ of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman re

sene his objection? 
Mr. :\fO~'DEJ.L. Mr. Chairman, I wi1l withhold my ob:lection 

l<'ltg enough to say that tills seems to me a clear case of deser
tion. As soon as the man bad secured his bonnty on his second 
enlistment and whflt was coming to him on hls first enlistment 
he deserted from his Recond enlistment. He received. I believe. 
a bounty on his second enlistment; and as soon ::~s he was sm·e 
of that bounty. a DlQUth or two after be enlisted and immedi
ately after be ~ecured his back pay, he deserted. 

Mr. STEVENS of .. ew Hampshire. If the gentleman will ex
amine the report. he will find--

1\Ir. 1\IO~"DELL. I hn'le ex::~mined it. 
Mr. STEVENS of New Hnmpshire. He will see that this sol

dier after .about a year's sen-ice was wounded and was in the 
hospita I for quite a long while. 

1\Ir. 1\10?-."DELL. I saw that. 
Mr. STEVE~S -of New Hampshire. While be was in the 

hospital he wns reenlisted in another re~iment. but he never 
~oined the regiment. He remained at the bospUat 

1\Ir. 1\fONDEI,L. I was of the opinion he did join the regl · 
ment a~d was with the regiment fQr ·a short time, and the "err 
duy or the !L'ly after he received his fun pay for his first enlist
ment, having in the meantime secured his bounty on his second 
enlistment, be deserted--

l\Ir. STEV&'IS of New Hampshire. I think the recoru 
shows--

Mr. MO:\~ET..L. Tbe very day or day after. 
.Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshi-re. I think the reeord shows 

that he ne\"'er joined the Second Regiment. 
Mr. :\10::\TDELL. Assuming that .he never joined the Second 

Regiment. so much tbe worse. 
1\lr. STEVENS of Z\ew Hampshire. He was not fit for serv

ice, and remained for a considerable time in the bospitHl. 
'Mr. l\IO~l)ELL. Then he should not ba ve been accepted as 

a Teteran volunteer and given n bounty if be was not in con
dition to join his compnny or his organizntion. 

Mr. STEVE~S of ~ew Hampshire. I think :f the gentleman 
will read the record--

1\lr. l\10:\'DELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to tnke the 
time of the committee except to say thi-s. tbnt a common sort 
of de ertion-aud I have gone over many cases in former yenrs
are those <>f m~n who having served one brief enlistment then 
enlisted as veterans, secured bounties. and a few days 'atter
words deserted. 

Mr. STEVENS of New Hampshire. I d~ not think that is the 
ease here. I think if the gentleman will read the .report he will 
be convinced that is not the case. 

I The CHAIR~lAN. Is there objection to the consideratUm .ot 
, the bill? 

Mr. MOJ\TDELL. I object. 
"t., 

I PHILIP tOOOK. 

.'. The ne:rt business in order on the Private Calen.da.r was .an 
act ( s. 1063) tor tbe l'ellef ()f Philip Oook. The bill was read 
tn full. 

The CllA fR~N. Is there objection to the p1·esent consld
era tion of this bill? 

Mr . .MOXDELL. Mr. Chalrm::m, I object. 
The CHAIR~!AN. The gentleman from ·wyoming objects, 

nnd the Clerk will report the next bill. 
CALEB T. UOLLA.ND. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
hili {H. R. 177fi2) for the relief of -caleb T. Holland. 

The bill was read. as follows: 
Be it lma~tea, etc., That in the udm.lnistratlon of any laws confer.ring 

rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably tiiscbar~ed :soldiers Caleb 
T. Holland, who was a private of Company m. 'Sixteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to 
have been discharged honorably from th.e military ser ice of the 
United Statl:'s ru1 a membe1· of said company aud reo-iment on the 18tb. 
day of April. 1864. o 

The CHAIR~IAN. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

.Mr. 1\IO'!\-rnELL. Mr. Chalrmnn, this man deserted three 
separate and distinct times. I object. 

1\Il·. HILL. Will you reserve your .obJection for a minute? 
l\1r . .l\IONDELL . . I will reserve my objectjon. 
1\fr. HILL. I know this man personally, and if you will rentl 

th~:> record carefully-and if that is not sufficient I w11l ~et the 
complete report from The Adjutant General-you will find oPe 
of those desertions was at the tim~ he was sick with typhoid 
pneumonia. and they lost track of hlm : but be went back to 
his company in a short time. The desertion yon speak of was 
one that happened on the 18th of April. 1864.. Qver in Indiana, 
when the r~iruent was mo ing. At this time, as the affidavit 
sets out fully-and the e\'idence is D'lerwbelm.ing-the cnptai'n 
of_ the coml?any. bad a grudge against this man. He was ch-argeu 
w1th breaking mto a barrel of rum, which I suppose he did Dl't 

do, from oYerwhe1ming e\·idence, and it was charged he was 
~oing to be put in the guardbou e. Now. this man did not do 
any more than leave the service and join another company up at 
Indiana poI is. · 

Mr. MOXDELL. Thnt is what -an the bounty jumpers did. 
~r. HII:L. I deny that this man was .a bounty jumper, and 

this recoro says he di<l ni>t .receive any bounty. He did not rP· 
cei "e any bounty at all 

Mr. ~!OXDELL. '!"here is no record from the War Depart
ment saying be did not receiYe a bounty. 

Mr. HILL. They so stated in the report here. 
Mr. MOi>."DELL. Somebody might be wi.staken. But tf this 

man when he deserted and then reenlisted under an assumed 
name did not receive a bounty <>r some cash consideration, tllPn 
I am very, very much mistaken. 

There is nothing in the War Department records that I can 
see to indicate that he did not. He &eems to haxe been an 
~abitual deserter. He may be an exemplary citizen now. That 
1s tl1e unfortunate feature of ~orne of these cases-that mea 
who did things in their youth that they should not ha\·e dune 
afterwards become ,·ery good citizens. But I do not believe that 
we shou!d cure records of thRt kind. I do not think we should 
correct a record of tb<ott kind and place a man who was almost 
a professional deserter on the . am~ footing with regnrd to the 
benefits of the pension laws and otherwise as a man who bas 
honorably served his country . 

Mr. DOl\'OVAN. Mr. Chairman, the regular order. 
The CHAIR~IAN. The regular order is demanded~ Is there 

objection? 
l\Ir. MO~"DELL. I obiect. 
The CHAIRll.A)l. The gentleman from Wyoming .objects. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 
TITLE TO CERTAIN LAND IN ST. LOUIS, MO. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bU1 (H. R. 11765) to perfect the title to •e~nd belonging to the 
M. Forster Real Estate Co .• <>f St. Louis. Mo. 

The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 
Whereas it appears by satisfactory evidenee ·adduced that the M. Forster 

Real Estate Co., of St. Louii!z Mo., a corp.oration ex!. Uno- under nnd 
by virtu~> of the laws of the ;:jtate of ~issourl, Is tbe equftnbl(• owner 
of aU right, title, and interest In and to a parcel of land situated in 
city block No. 57 of the city of S.t. :Auls and tbe State of :\llssouri 
more particularly de!icribed ns follows: Beginning at a point on th~ 
west line .of Seeond Strt>et north 11" 10' -ea t 6-l ft-et 2 lf.nebes from the 
northeast corner of 'econrt sod Myt"tlf> ~tl'eets-; running tbenc~ 
north 72" 12' west 160 f et lO lncb(' ; tnence north 174 u· Past 
6 f~t 2 tncbe ; thence south 7Z" 3' ea t 100 feet 10 inches· thence 
south n• 10' west 6 fePt ~1 incb~s to the pla<.~ of beginning; bouniJ~·d 
on the oortll by the claim of Fanny Deaver. on the south by tb~ clatm 
or Alexis Lalande's legal <repre entatlvt>s, on the eMt by .s~ncl 
Strl"et, and on the west by 'the claim tr !l.larle Rose Lajoye and He-1en. 
Leroux's n>prese-ntath'es. And H spp ... "21.1'1ng further tbnt iegal titl-e 
to said pa.reel of land ls now Yt!StE'tl in tbe United States of America, 
said :legal title at no time baving :been granted, rel~ased, eonfit'ID'{'{}. 
or 1.D any wise re1inqulsb"ed to the owner o.r owners of suld lsnd, and 
no survey thereaf having been made by the United States; and 
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\Vhereas it appears further that; said M. Forster Real Estate Co. and 

Marquardt Forster, its gr::rntt.r, have owned and been in open, notori
ous and co:1tinuous possession of said land for a period of more than 
20 )·ears, to wit, since the 9th aay of June, 1890 : Now, therefore, 
B.e it enacted, eta., That all the right, title, and interest cf the United 

Sta tes in and to a certain parcel of land situated in the city of St. 
Louis and State of Missouri, said land being more fully described as 
folJows. to wit: Beginning at a point on the west line of Second Street 
north 17° 1 0' east 64 feet 2 inches from the northeast corner of 
Second and Myrtle Streets ; running thence north 72° 12' west 
160 feet 10 inches; thence north 17° 11' east 6 feet 2 inches; 
thence south 72 ° 3' east 160 feet 10 inches; thence south 
17 ° 10' west G feet 2~ inches to the place of beginning; bounded 
on the north by the claim of Fanny Deaver, on the south by the 
claim of Alexis Lalande's legal representatives, on the east by Sec
ond Street and on the west by the claim of Marie Rose Lajoye and 
Helen Leroux's representatives~ for which no confirmation has hereto
! ore been granted or no survey made by the United States, be, and the 
same is her <'by, granted, released, relinquished, and confirmed by the 
United States to the M. Forster n.eal Estate Co., a corporation exist
in"' under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Missouri, owners 
ol'the equitable title thereto, and to its successors and assigns, forever, 
as fully and completely in every res pect whatever as cou ld be done by 
patent issued tl;j.erefor according to law:. P1·oyided, '£hat the <;onfirma
tion granted shall amount only to a rehnqmshment of any title that 
the United Sta tes has or is supposed to have in and to said land and 
shall not be construed to abridge, impair, injure, prejudice, or divest in 
anv manner any valid right, title, or interest of any person or body 
cot:porate whatsoever, the true m<'aning and intent of this act being to 
concede and abandon all right, title, and interest of the United '3tates 
to s!lid corporation.! the M. Forster Real Estate Co., its successors and 
&ssigns who woula be .the true and lawful owners of said land under 
the la~s of the State of Missouri, including the laws of prescription, in 
the absence of said interest, title, and estate of the United States. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 
Amend by striking out all of the preamble. 
Amend, pao-e 3, line 8, by · Inserting, after the word " representa

tives' the foFiowing: "as shown on the plat of the town of St. Louis, 
approved by the United States surveyor general on April 14, 1859, and 
on file in the General Land Office." 

Amend, page B, lines 9 and 10,, by striking out the words " or no 
survey made by the United States. 

· Tbe CH.A .. IR:MAN. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Tbe CHAIUl\fAN. The question is on agreeing to tile com

mittee amendments. 
Tbe committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 

favorable recommendation. 
The CHAIRMA...~. The Clerk will report tbe next bill. 

COMMODORE T. E. DE WITT VEEDER. 

Tbe next business in order on the Pri-rate Calendar was tbe 
bill (H. R. 7848) for the relief of Ten Eyck De Witt Veeder, 
commodore on the retired list of the United States Navy. 

The bill was read. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-

sideration of the bill? ' 
Mr. MANN. I object, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from illinois objects. 

The Clerk will report the next one. 

IDA SEYMOUR TULLOCH ET AL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 16755) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to execute and deli-rer a deed in favor of and to 
Ida Seymour Tulloch, Roberta Worms, and Ethel White Kim
pell for sublot 38 of original lot 17 in reservation D, upon the 
official plan of the city of Washington, in the District of Co
lumbia. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interiot· be, and he Is 

hereby, autbot'ized and directed to execute and deliver a deed in favor 
of and to Ida Seymour '.i'ulloch, Roberta Worms, and Ethel White 
Kimpell, conveying to them in fee, ns tenants in common, sublot 38 
of original lot 17 in reservation D. laid out upon the low grounds of 
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, which lot was 
sold to Ambro<;e White on December 11. 18301 under the provisions of 
tbe act of Congress of l\Iay 7, 1822 (3 Star. li., G91), but no deed 
of said lot was ever mnde under said act or under the act or Congress 
of .July 11 1879 (21 Stat. L., 47), to him or his successors in the 
equitable title thereof. 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 
Amend, page 1, line 4, by striking out the words " an<l directed" 

and inserting the words "at his discretion." 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to . the "present consid
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The questi<?n is on agreeing to the com
mittee amendment. 
• The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid , ~side with a 
favorable recommendation. 
· The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next one. 

()TTO L. WOLFSTEINER AND LILLIE M. THOMSON. 

Tbe next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 6201) to authorize tbe Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a deed to the persons hereinafter named for part of a 
lot in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au

thorizect and directed to execute and deliver to Ott o L. Wolfsteiner and 
Lillie ll Thomson, of the city of Washington, D. C., as tenants in 
common, a deed conveying to them in fee the . following-descri bed part 
of lot 39, of reservation 10, of the low grounds, Distlict of Columbia, 
on the west side of Third Street, north of Pennsylvania Avenue, city 
of Wnshington: Beginning at the northeast corner of said lot 39, 
thence south on the west side of Third Street 25 feet to the south end 
of said lot; thence west 150 feet; thence north 25 feet; and thence 
e:1st 150 feet to the place of beginning, and known as the eastern part 
of said lot 39, which lot with others was sold to Judge Buckner 
Tbruston in 1822, under the provisions of the act of Congress of May 
7, 1822 (3 Stats., 691), but no deed was ever made to him, or his 
successors in title, from these United States for such eastern part of 
said lot 39. 

With the foil owing committee amendment: 
Page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words " and directed " and in

sert in lieu thereof the words "in his discretion." 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present con-

sideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be 

reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
DANIEL M, FROST. . 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
act ( S. 1807) for the relief of Daniel 1\I. Frost. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That Daniel M. Frost be authorized to make a 

homestead entry for an unappropriated quarter section of public land, 
subject to said entry, as though his former entry No. 6595, Larnecf -
(Kans.) series, bad not been made. 

SEC 2. '£bat the Secretary of the Intericr is authorized and directed 
to allow said Frost credit for the residence and cultivation had by ·him 
in connection with said Larned entry as though it were had on said 
second entry when proof is submitted on the latter. 

The CHAIR~IAN. Is there objection to tbe present con
sideration of tbe bill? 

Mr. 1\fANN. Reserving the right to object, I have some doubt 
as to the propriety of the first section of this bill to give this 
man the right to make another homestead entry, but on the fads 
stated in the report I have no doubt whatever that tbe seconJ 
section ought not to be enacted, because it practically gives him 
scrip for 160 acres which be is not entitled to. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Utah. I do not understand that it gives 
bim any such right. It gives him the right to go upon the 
public domain and make a homestead entry, and it authorizes 
tbe Secretary of tbe Interior to allow him credit for residence 
upon this new entry of tbe same length of time that he for
merly resided on the other entry. 

l\Ir. MANN. He was there long enough to buy the land-to 
commute. 

.Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. Yes. 
l\fr. MANN. It is just like issuing to bim scrip for tbe land. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of Utah. But that he might get after a 

year's residence; but on a homestead entry he would have to 
reside for five years. 

1\fr. 1\IANN. The fact of the matter is that probably the 
man was guilty of collusion in making his first homestead 
entry, and he did not get it. 

l\.fr. JOHNSON of Utah. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will not object. The record discloses the fact that this man 
went upon this land believing it was subject to homestead en
try and that anoth~r man by tbe name Weine attempted to 
make a preemption filing a month or so after Frost had made 
the homestead entry. This matter was contested and went 
before the Commissioner of the General Land Office and be
fore the Secretary of the Interior, who both held that l\fr. 
Frost had the right to make his entry. Afterwards, under a 
new Secretary of the Interior, 1\Ir. Frost offered to pay or com
mute the price of the land-$110. An appeal was taken from 
that,- and the new Se~retary of the Interior then held ()n aP
peal that this land was not subject to homestead entry, but 
that it wns subject to preemption. This man · Frost having 
no right of preemption, having exhausted his right, of. course 
could not take tbe land. 1\leantime, as the report shows, he 
had erected a house on the land and bad lived there with his 
family. After this holding of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and after a patent bad issued to this man Weine, Mr. Frost 
brought an action, which he carried to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, claiming that this man Weine held the land 
as a trustee for him-Frost. The court decided against him. 
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He pursued the mntter for 10 yea1·s, attemptln~ to get titlt:> 
to this land. He is now a resident of Uinta County, in my 
State. Be is a very nged man and a poor one, and it seems to 
me under these circumstances. having acted in good fnith, he 
certainly ought to ha,·e the right conferred by this bill. He 
carried his contest to the court of last resort. It seems to me 
that under these circumstances he ought to be allowed what
ever residence be can prove to apply on the new homestead 
when be pro>es up. 

1\fr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course I do not know as to the 
Vlllue of the l!md which wHs in controversy for these 10 yem·s. 
The controversy went to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. But I suspect it was more valuable than the ordi
nary homestead entry. This man made a homestead entry, 
and it was charged he made it by collusion with the land office. 
The report says : 

It was charged that Frost made his entry by collusion with the 
register of tbe united States land office at Larn<>d, who suggested to 
him tre making of an entry for the land involved and accepted an 
application executed at Dodge City, instead of at the local office. 

It is true that the department was not able to say that there 
was collusion. I think that whHt is stated in the report shows 
that there was collusion and that be was not a bona fide settler 
on the land. I am willing to let him ha>e the right to mnke 
a homestead entry, but if what be wants is scrip worth a few 
dollars an acre. I do not think be is entitled to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. I would prefer to have the second 
section stricken o'llt rather than to have the bill lost. 

1\fr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman. the man has a right now to 
m::~ke a homestead entry e>en if this bill did not pass. The only 
relief at all afforded by the bill is contained in section 2. If that 
were stricken out. the bill would be a nullity. A man who bas 
heretofore lost his homestead right for any cause other than by 
fraud or for a Yaluable consideration has the right to make a 
second homestead entry under existing law. The fact is. :\Jr. 
Frost, now well advanced in years, and a pioneer in the Uinta 
Indian Reservation. recently opened to settlement. made a home
stead entry and established a home on land which be belie,·ed 
was subject .to homestead entry. Bts entry was contested on 
the ground that these lands under the terms of their cession as 
formerly a pnrt of tiD Indiun resenation could only be ncquired 
under the preemption land law then in force. The que.~tion was 
by no means a clear one, and after se>eral fa>orable decisions 
the cru:e finally, on appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, was 
decided ad>erse to him and he lost the land and improvements 
be had made and the time be had de>oted to his entry in good 
faith. Be now asks in this bilJ to simply ba,·e the tirue of resi 
deuce on his former homestead apply on ::~notber homestead 
entry. He exhausted eYery remedy in deferu;e of his former 
entry, and surely. from the decisions in his favor. he w~s justi
fied in belieYing be had the right to make his former entry. 

Mr. :MANN. He seems to have been in this business a good 
deal. 

1\fr. HOWELL. No; there is nothing in the report in the case 
that waiTflnts this imputation. Tbe Assistnnt Secretary e.xon
erHtes him from any charge of collusion. His chief and only 
offending was to make a boua fide homestead entry on lands that 
were afterwards held to be subject only to acquisition under 
the preemption law. It is true he had pre,·iously exb:msted 
his right of preemption, but bad a perfect right to make a 
l10meste:1d entry. Now that in his advanced age be bas gone 
into a new country to rdd in its de,·elopment nnd settlement it 
is only fair and just that the time of residence on his former 
entry should be credited to him in m11king n home in the wildE'r
ness. He lost his former homestead, mnde in good faith. 
through no fault of his. but by the ambiguity of the 111ws ap
p1ical.Jie to the area embracing it, besides sustaining the beat"y 
expense of protracted litigation in wbicb the decisions t"arierl 
for and again..o;;t bJm. This bill proYides but a smnll mea~nre 
of relief. aud I appeal to the gentleman from Dlinois [llr. 
1\lANN) not to interpo e his tint of objection to its consideration. 

1\lr. DO .NOV A~. Mr. Chnirman, the regulnr order. 
The CHAIIL\IA:N. The regular order is, Is there objection? 
1\Ir. 1\IA....!\iN. I object. 

G. L. TANEYHILL. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
act (S. 1124) for the relief of 0. L. Taueyhill. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
Mr. MA.l\'N. I object. 

HERMAN VON WERTHERN. 

The next business in order on the Prtt"ate Calendar was an 
act ( S. 2472) for the rei ief of Hennan von Werthern. 

The Clerk read the title to tl1e bill. -
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object.. 

AARON B. WINNER. 

The next business in order on the Pri•ate CalendAr was an 
act ( S. 725) to correct the military record of Aaron S. Winner. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 

Aaron S. Winner, who was a private in Company H One hundred and 
forty-ninth ne,!!"lmP.nt l!ldiana Volunteer In fan I ry. ·shall hereafter be 
held and considered to have heen discharged honoraiJiy from tbe mili
tar~ service of the United States as a member of that company and 
regiment on the 25th day of July, 1865. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the p~esent consid
eration of the bill? 

.Mr. SlUITH of 1\Iinnesota. I object. 

JOHN P. FITZGERALD. 

The next bnsiness.or the Private Calendar in order was an 
set fS. 2715) to amend the military record of John P. Fitz
gerald. 

The Clerk read the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. SlliTH of Minnesota. I object. 

•.: ALDO H. COFFMAN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was an 
act (S. 4023) for the relief of Waldo H. Coffman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be U en'!c.ter7, etc., That In the administration of ::my laws conferring 

rights, pnv1leges, and bPne.fits upon honorably discbar~ed soldiPrs 
Waldo H. Coffman. formf'rly a private of the Ninety-third Company' 
Coast AJ'tillery Corps, United States Army, shall hereaftet· be held and 
considered to have been dlscbar·ged honorably from tbe militnry service 
of the United States as a member of said co:npany on the 18th day of 
August, l!H3: Pro1·irled. That all pay and allowances due him on said 
date shall be allowed hlm. 

The CHA.IIUIAN. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. SliiTH of Minnesota. I object. 
1\!r. CAMPBELL. Will not the gentleman witllhold his ob-

jection? -
Mr. SMITH of :Minnesota. I wilL 
Mr. CA.liPBELL. This is a Senate bil~. It bas been reported 

nnd acted upon in thHt body; it bas been fa>orably reported by 
the Committee on 1\lilitr~ry Affairs of the House. Thjs party 
was tried in June and July, 1913, for two alle~ed statements. 
It was alleged that he had made some disparaging statement 
concerning the flag, and that he hnd made some disparaging 
statements concerning the Vice President of the United States 
who had just died. He was tried and dishonorably discharged 
from the Army and sentenced to imprisonment for two years. 
Afterwards. i 1 reYiewing the record, the Secretary of War came 
to the conclusion that the testimony did not justify the sentence, 
at least that portion of it that imprisoned the soldier, and that 
part of the sentence was remitted by the Secret;u1y of War. 

In reviewing the matter the question wns raised as to whether 
or not the testimony showed that the soldier was at all guilty 
of the matter with which be was charged. The fact is that the 
principal charge age1inst the young man was that he was a 
Socinllst, and be, it seems. bad become obnoxious on that nc
connt to some of his comrades. I appeal to the gentleman from 
llinne ota [:\lr. SMITH 1. to the l\lembers of the House. that 
we should not try men for political offenses fn the Army or out 
of it. and the worst that this young man wns guilty of. it seems, 
was that he was a Socialist and did not hesitate on occasions 
to say so The bill bas been fa>ornbly reported by the Sen:1te 
and passed by the Senate. and has been fa'l'orably reported by 
the House. and it simply prondes that hereafter in the admin
istration of the laws be hall lJe considered to h;we been hon{)r
ably discharged. and ha ,.e his pay up to the time of the trinl. 
The War Department, while not recommending the bill thinl-s 
that is not an um·ensonnble thing to do in this cnse. and [ ·sin
cerely hope that the gentleman from Minnesota will not object. 

Mr. S:\IITH of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in ,·iew of what 
the gentleman from Kansas bas said, I witbdrflw the objection. 

Mr. A10~DELL. Mr. Cbairmnn, I think we are going fnr 
nfield, when, by act of Congress. we set aside court-martial 
decisions. I do not happen to know anythJng about this cnse, 
and therefore I n m -not j u,;tified in objecting, but I do think it 
is a very extrnordinury proceeding. 

The CHAIRli.AX Is there objection to the present con
sideration of tbe bill? {After a pause.] The Chair henrs none. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom-
mendation. 

JOHN MINAHAN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (II. R. 5753) to correct the ruilltary record of John Minahan, 

_alias John Bagley~ 
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'I'he Clerk rend the· b-111 .. as: tollows: I ment from which be deserted A~ thg> whole• purpose is to' get 
Be it' enacteri,. etc., That tb~ s~ct•etary of War· be; and be- fir li<'rehy-, · him within the- pension lnw, be w:ouftl. nut get a pension. but 

autho.L'ized and directed tOe C<?l'l;ec>t .the- milHar·y 1•ec01·d of Joh~ M1naha-n., , it only ~;res him au bonocc1ble· dischnr.ge froml a re<riment 
alfas .John Bagley, late a pl'l¥ate- 10 Company K, Ei~thth Reg1ment ~..w· f h:::;~J.. . h , h h • 1il . ~: ~ . . '? 
Hampshii·e \'olunt('t'l' Infantry, and co issut> to said .Tohn Minahan, alias I~lll W .h.:w e: aS' ani onora e u.tSC.lla.rge. WiiatJ lS the 
John Bagley, an honul'able dischar·g~ of date August 24, 1864: Pru- ponlt: of Jt! 
t:itl~il, That ~? pay, bounty, o1· other !'molnments ·shaU become due or· l\lr. HEILLY of Conneutf{'-ut: MI. Chairnmn, what the gen-
paJ a~l~ by vu tn of. the passa~ of tl:lts act. tlenurn from Illinois states- is absoJ nteJy CC)l~tect in· re•7!H.d to 

Witb the followmg corum1ttee amendments : this bill-- o 

St•·ike out aJI after .tl~e enll;ctlng cl-aus~ and_ insert: .. ~lr. ~I:.-tXX If. It bnd not been fJ woufd nof have stnterl it 
"That in the ad:nm•stratJOn of thll p.-ns1on laws Jonn Umal'lan, . < • • 

nlias .John Ea;..:ley, late a pl'ivat~· in eompany K, Eight!T Rel;im('nt 'ew lli. REILLY of ConneetJcur:. \Ve' Imow the gentlPman ts 
llamp!'ihil·e Yoluntee•:·s, be bel~ and considered to lul\'e lwen houoxably ·usuctl'ly conect huf not nlway.s infn.llible. The committee re
discharged from the rnili~:uy service oi the United· States as a JH'tvat~ pol·ted on Chis- bill only within n. few O-<I.}'S and: th·is- i~ the first 
in said company and regiment on tile 24th day of ,.,\ugust, 186 · : /',·o- . _ . . • .. . ~ . 
t:itled That no IJiicl< pav, ba-ck· fll'lll'ion. bacl< allowances, or emoluments ttrue· I baYe seen 1t. but tfie- department' reconnnends that hrs 
shall 'arc1·ne by reason of the passage of thi. act." t•econf be amE>n.ded ill' regn·rd ro the orlier. elllistruent instead 

Amend tile title so as to read: '~.A bill for the- -relief of John of tbe one which. the committee l:inve r·eported: 
·Mln:illa.n. aliAs .John Bagley." The CHAIIUL\~. Is tllere objection? 

'l'he eiL:UR •. l.A.:'\. .J:s there objection to: the presen.: consid- Mr. l\IOXDEl •. L. 1\Jr. Chairman. nesening tbe· right to ob-
m:oatio'-1 of the hiH? .iect, I wish to Cllll attention to the furtbei• fact th<lti this gen· 

l\lr. ~!.A::'\:'\. 1\lr. Chnirman, I object. tlemnn sen·ed rwo "·bole days d~er his enfh~ttrnent and re-
?ilr. KIXK.-UD of. JSebruska. Mr. Cnairmnn, I hope tbe' gen- c-eh·in~ tee- honnty: it was two entire days. be.f.o.re· fie finnlly, 

tlenum wilt reserve- his t:~bjeethm for a moment. deserted. [Laughter.] 
"1\.lr. liA.::'I:X I will reser•e my: o.f.lje('tion for a. moment. ':flJe CH.-tllUIA.N. Is tllere obJection?' 
Mr. KIXK~-!ID of Nebt·a:skn. l\lr. ChH[r-man. r regard this: as Mr. 1\l.OXDELL. arul Ur. ~l.AXX 11 ooject. 

a \el'Y worthy case. It hus been pending for a: geolf, long time. MILES A. HUGHES. 
!!r. MAi\_ . I will cnlf tlle· attention of the> gentleruau from 

1\ebvaska to what is bothe1~irig 11ur in conne<."t:ion. witll this bill. The next business in order on the Private C:Yendar was the 
This w:.~n dese:rned. 'fbnl' is admitted. He enlisted ag:lin under bill (H. H. 14711) for the ret.ief of Miles, A- Hughes. 
n. different n.:.lrue,. ns a substitute fm· anothei· wan wfl@ \'\":19' sub- The Clerk read ns follows: 
ject to draft. a.ad the ~nvy Department says that he did. this Be it enacted, etc., That in the admlnlstraf1on' of the- pension. lllws 
.P .... f · b t Of :se ~-.,. 1. ditl ~Iiles A. llu)!hes shall hereafter he held and considl'l'e.d to have been 
J.Ol' WJe pm:vose or secnn·ng a ouu y. · cour ue suys ue hnnorably discharged from the milit'at·y se•·,rte"' of tlH~· Cnlted States 
not get tbe- bounty. That is whllt: is. bothering me. a-l" 11 p1·ivate of ('ompany ~. Sixh?l:'nth Regiment. Kentucky Volunteer 

.Mr. ~10::'\DELL. Mr. Cbllirm;m, th-e- gentlemnn from Ne- Infantt·y, on tlle 27th day of June, 1~6-l. 

bt'a:5lm understaui:ls thnt if us a uwtter of fnct that be did not Tbe committee nruendu1en:t ,,n-s ren<t as. fonows·: 
get the bounty. then tl.tere is no neeessity fotr passing this- bil1, AmPnd·, pagP. 1, line 8. afteP the word· .. sfxty-fonr," IJy Inserting tbe 
bet::<IUSe there is· a general. net under which a man having an following: "J>rol'ided, That no back pension, 1Ja1·k pay; or· llack allow
honorable disc·barge fl'Olll rus last contruet of se.nice un.d deset:- ance::; shall accrue. by r.:ea..-.on of the p.assage of this act." 
tiou from a former eulL-5tment is forgh·en. Tllis man has not The CH.-1IIL\1A....'l. Is tllere objection to the uresent consider-
been aiJle to {Jre\·e tlli1t he did not re-cehe a bounty. atiou of the bill 't 

l\lr. I.(I~KAID of ~eiJraska. Nou bns· the Gonrrnment been l\Ir. l\IAXX. Mr. Chairman.. resernng th-e· right to· object, dld 
able to pr·m·e tlwt be- did recei"TE> a honnty. I bear tlle Clerk re11d nn awendment? The copy of the bill 

.Mr. ~l.A:XX. Why does a man desert from one commaud nnd \\'bi(·b I ban' lias uo Hmendruent. 
enlist iu another onder u difi.ereut twme unlt>ss it' be for tlle The CH.-\IIOL-\X. Tte Clerk informs· the Chair the amend· 
pnr}IOSeof · de~·ei\'ingsomebodyand. getting. soruething:? It:istoo mentis iu the bill wbkb be bns before Ilim. 
plHin for argUUJeLJt. 1\lr. l\L\XX. Well, the Clerk rearr the· amendment. 

Mr. G.-\HHETT of Tennessea Mr. Chairman, 1 demand the. The CH.U-IOJ..L.~~ Is there objection./! [A-fter a pa.ose:] The 
regular order. Cllnit· hears none. 

The CHAI n~J.-t~. Is there obJection 2 The question ,...-as taken, and- the nmendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ~l.A..~~A l object. The hill Uli amended was ordered to be.. Ltlid nside to be re .. 

THOMAS M. JONES. 

The next lm~iness in order on the J?riYa.te Calendar wu.s the 
bill (H. H. 6-121) for the relief of 'l'howns lL Jones. 

ThE> Clel'l\ rend tile bill. 
The CH.\ IIDU.X Is there objection to the present consider

ation of thE> oUL? 
.Mr. ~LL\"X I ol'Jject. 

Lt:KE OrBRIEN • . 

The next bnsiness in order on the Pti'\"nte- Calenclnr was tile 
bfJJt I H. H. Gti52\ to remo\·e the churge of desertion from tlle 
ntilitat-y f'f>eonl of f,Ulie O'Brien: 

'l'he CleF"f{ rend the title 'Jf the- bill~ 
.Mr ... U.-L\'X I object. 

JOTIN e. S.HEA. 

The next business in ordet· on the Pri'\"ate Calendar wa.s the 
bill (H. H. I~fJU6) for the relief of' John C. Shea.. _ 

'1'1le Clerk t'e<td the bi II. as follows: 
JJe it enacted, e·tc., Tbat in tbe administration of any la~s. conft'rrl.ng 

the rlg-h ts, pl'i vileges. or ben eft ts uJ,Jon honm·aiJiy disclliu:ged sold lei'S, 
Job.n C. :::lhea, wbo was 11 prh11te In L'otn[JaD,I' 11. l?orty-~ixtb fleg-inwnt 
Massncuu ~tts \olunte.e1· Infantry, shall he iwt·eafter held and consid
Ned to have b('eO dischnrged honumbly from tbe military se1·vice of tiJe 
United Rtates as a membe1· of said comvany and t·e~iment on the 30th 
day o.f May, 186'.1. 

The CHA IIL\IAN. Is there objection to the present eonsi<fel~
atiou of the bill? 

.Mr. liA~X. Ur. Cbnirmnn~ reserYfng the right to objeet. I 
notice. fir~t. that tlle uill do~s not cuntuiu till aruendweut wb :ch 
tlle comlllittee reported. I wuuJU Hl\e to: inqu:it·e of ~tile gen
tJenwn who is fau:UI.ar \Vith rbe matter wh11r is desi~uetl to be 
ae<·mnpli~becl hy this bill. ThiR 1~1<111 enliMerl in Cowpany D. 
Fot·ty-sixth Regiment ~Iassaehusetts Militia Infantry,. and ob
taiut-'(l tW b.ouQr'"'llle- discltar~ from it. He then enlisted· in 
n.n:otber r-egiment n.nd deserrE>rl. 

This bill gives bia~ aD! bonnratJI.e discha-rge from; a regiment! 
from which: be- arready ll:Js· an: bouor;JIJ-t:e disc:hnrge.. and it does 
nut propose to give him u.n p:ono!'abie dlseh.arge from a, reg.i;. 

porte<f to the House with a fa.,·orable r.ecommendation. 
FRED GRAFF. 

Tb'e next business- fn· orde1· 911 the PrPnrte Cmendar wns. the 
bilf ( H It. 17 4W )" for the- relief of Freu Graff. 

The Clerk read- as follows: 
Be it enu.cted, etc., That ln. the admlnlstra1:ion: or the pension laWll 

B'ted Uraff, who was- eu!Lmissioned l.Jy t.ile' ~overoor uf tile State- of 
.:St!W '\:o.!'k a~ seeand lieute.nanl in fhe· Se-rent.)• e.i~bth Re1-.'iment ~ew 
Y01·k \"olunte.-r Infat•rt·v. sh<tl.l hereaftPL· he be1d and e.onsldert-d to- have 
het>n rtuly enrolled an<f'mnstered in and atta.ched to that •·egimeot from 
tilt> 2;;th day of' Octul>~r. IR63, nn·til tbt' 1'1 tb day· of' .1t1ly. Hili-!. 

The CH_\IfDf.-\.X Is there. obiec.tion to the. pl!esent corr
sidera tion of this bi 11? 

.l\!1·. ~IAXX. lHr... Chnfrman. reserving the right to object. I 
thought I iuquired about tllis bill. a moment ago. The usual 
31HendmPnt is not inse11:ed1 in. connection wi-th tllis bilL 

Mr. GUEEXE of Y'erruont. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the following amendment. . 

The CHATR:UAX Tile gentlemnn from: Vermont offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as followg: 
Page 1, line 10. afler the worn nRixty.cfom:."" insert tbe fallowing: 

"Prol"itinl. That no- back pay. bscit pension;; or.- back, allowances of any 
kind shall' accrue by reason. of. the passage of this act." 

The CHAIIOIA:"i. fs , tfiere objectiorr to· tbe- present con
siderntion of the· bit!'? [.-Hter a pa-use;]' The Chail! bears none. 

Tile amendment was agreed to; 
'l'Ile bill as :uuerrdetf was ordered to· be· laid; Hffide, to be .re· 

po1'ted to the- Ho-use with a favoruhie· reeommendation. 
Mr. TA YLOit of .A·rknnsn::J. Mr: Chairman:. [ ask unanimells 

consent that the- committee 1·eturn to· Prh·at-e Clllendai' X-o. 3U~. 
Tile CH.-\. IR.M.A~. The gentleman; fi:om. Arkans:tl'> asks unanr

mmls consent to return to. Prixute· Calendar No. 303. Is the....-e 
ol>jection? 

.lh". ~IA~~ ~Ir: CHairmaJll, re;."er.nng. tD.e- 1'ig.ht ffi. object_ 
\.Vh11t is the btll'?l 

The- CHA r.IU1A::51'. The· Chai.£ wiD sa'Y· that weo did' not COll't 
· side£ that bill tu~da;y;. flut begtl.nl with Calend.rur Nm 3.18. 
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Ir. MANN. Well, -I shall object. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. I will state to the gentleman from 

Dlinois this is a bill which I called up not so long ago to 
which objection was made by the gentleman in reference to a 
grant of certain land to the Masonic lodge at Hot Springs. 

:Mr. 1\.IAJ.I.l""N. Yes; and I objected to it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The· gentleman from Illinois objects. 
1\Ir. MANN. It is too late to take it up now. 
Mr. rou. -1\Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 

rise, and that the Chairman be directed to report to the House 
tbat the committee has had under consideration various bills 
and resolutions upon the Private Calendar which were laid 
aside, that sundry amendments have been agreed to, and that 
the committee recommends to the House that the said bills and 
re~olutions, some with amendments and some without amend
ments, do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, 1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration sundry bills and resolutions, and that 
be reported the same back to the Hou e, some with amend
ment and some without amendments, with the recommendation 
that the amendments be agreed to and that the bills and resolu
tions do pass. 

1\Ir. POU. 1\Ir. S11eaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
previous question may be considered as ordered on all the bills 
and resolutions reported, to final passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
'rhere was no objection. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
~Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\Ir. Speaker, Senate bill 4628 

was reported--
1\fr. 1\IAN~. No more business to-night. 
l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to ask to agree to a con

fe~ence report. 
1\Ir . .1\.!Al\TN. Then I make the point of order that there is no 

quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. 'fhe gentleman from Illinois makes the 

point of order that there is no quorum pre ent. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

:Mr. POU. 1\lr. Speaker, I mo\e that the House uo now ad
journ. 

'l'he motion was ngreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, August 1, 
1914, at 12 o'clock noon. 

RErORTS OF 00::\fliiTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named. as follows: 

1\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia, from the CDmmittee on Foreign Af
fair', to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15418) authorizing 
Maj. Clyde S. Ford, Medical Corps. to accept and wear the deco
ration tendered him by the Ottoman and Bulgadan Govern
ments for sernces rendered in the Balkan wars, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1053) , 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

l\Ir. FLOYD of Arkansas, from the Committee on the Judi
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. It. 16244) to amend 
section 08 of an act entitled "An act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary," appro•ed March 3, 
1911, reported tile same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1055), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

1\lr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
whl<:h was referred the bill (H. R. 12674) to provide for the 
allowance of drawback of tax on articles shipped to the island 
of Porto Rico or to the Philippine Islands, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1056), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
.Whole llouse on the state of the Union. 

1\Ir. CHURCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 5254) authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior in his discretion to sell and convey a cer
tain tract of lan<l to the 1\fandan Town and Country Club, re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1052), which said bill and report were referred to the 
P1in1te Calendar. . 

1\Ir. LOGUE, frm;n the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
808) providing for a commission to complete the acquisition 
of 1nnds for the extension of the Capitol Grounds, and provid-

ing for the payment thereof, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1054), whic,h said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIOKS, AND ME1\IORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule X..""GI, bills, resolution . and memoriftls 
were introduced and severally refen-ed as follows: . 

By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18167) to ex
tend aid to the several States in the building of public high
ways by authorizing the working of certain Federal convicts 
thereon or in the preparation of road materials; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 18168) to amend an act en
titled "An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, sol
diers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with 
Mexico," approved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 181G9) authorizing anu 
directing the President to appoint an advisory board of consult
ing engineers to report to him at the earliest possible moment 
and to the next session of Congress upon plans and methods for 
the control of the Mississippi River below St. Louis, l\Io., par
ticularly with a view to facilitating the adoption of definite, 
effective remedies and scopeful plans for such purposes and to 
determine the merits, feasibility, and cost of the plan of the 
Mississippi River Commission, and of the plans pre ented and 
known as the Mississippi spillway and ramifications; making 
an appropriation for the expenses of such advisozy board of 
consulting engineers and defining its powers and duties; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. It. 18170) amending section 
4132 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended 
by section 5 of the act of August 24, 1912; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BUCHAJ.~AJ.~ of Il1inois: A bill (H. R. 18i71) to 
amend an act entitled "An act relating to the liability of com
mon carriers by railroad to their employees in certnin case ," 
approved April 22, 190°, and amended April 5, 1910; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 1 172) to incren e tlw limit of 
cost of the United States post-office building at Seymour, Ind. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. Re 310) 
authorizing the President to accept an invitation and to ap
point delegates to participate in the Internaional Conference on 
Social Insurance; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXAl\'DER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 811) in
structing American delegate to the International Institute of 
Agriculture, to present to the permanent committee for acti-on at 
the general assembly in 1915 certain resolutions; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS .A.:ND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By 1\Ir. AN'TllOXY: A bill (H. R. 18173) to reinstate Frecl
erick J. Birkett as third lieutenant in the United States Revenue
Cutter Service; to the Committee on Intet·state and Foreif,ru 
Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 18174) to transfer Capt. 
John Calvin Leonard from the retired to the active list of the 
United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18175) 
granting nn increase of pension to Eli Phillips; to the Commit· 
tee on Invfllid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1 1iG) grant
ing a pension to Phillip Wells; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CL.A .. YPOOL: A bill (H. It. 18177) granting an in
cren se of pension to Delliah Beecher; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (II. R. 18178) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Stallings; to the Committee on In·ralid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. GIL~IOllE: A bill (H. R. 1 17D) granting a pension 
to Jane A. Carney; to the Committee on Invalid reusion . 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 18180) for the relief of 
John J. Nanry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 18181) for the relief of the 
trustees of Lebrmon Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Shennn, 
doah Comity, Va.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By .Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 18182) for the relief of A. J. 
Tidwell, r.; to the Committee on War Olaims. 
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Ry ~Ir. HULL: A bill (H. R. 18183) ~nting nn increase Clf 

pension to John R. McHeyuol<ls; to the Committee on invalid 
Pen!!\ ions. 

Afro. a bill (H. R. l8Hl4) for the relief of the estate of 
ErHstus ~. Smith; to the Committee on War Clnims. 

By :.\Jr. JOXES: A hill (H. H.. 1Xl sn) for the reUef of David 
R. Mister; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill ( Ii. It. l~ltiti) fm· tile relief of the t1·nstees of 
C~1rmel Baptist Church. Caroline County, Va.; to the Cvm
Diitr~e on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. H. 18187) for the relief of the trustees of Ur
bnnna Epis(·opal Church. Middksex County, Va.; to the Com
mittee ou War Claims. 

By l.\Ir. OLDJi'IELD: A bill (H. R. 18188) granting an tn
cre.t l"e of pension to Josepb L. Hall; to the Committee on In
Talid Pensions 

By l.\lr. TEX EYCK: A bill (H. R. 1818!l) grnnting a pen
sion to Morgun A. Harris; to the Committee on lnYalid Pen
sions. 

PETITIOXS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule X..TII, petitions nn<l papers were laid 
on the Clark's desk and refened HS follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Culifomia: Petition of 8.1)() citizens of Los 
Angeles. Cal.. (lrotestiug against national prollibitiou; to the 
Committee on Hules. 

Also, petition of 1.000 citizens of the ninth congressional dis
trict of C;ll ifornia, favoring na donnJ prohibition; to the Com
mittee ou Hules. 

By :\lr. COXXELLY of Kansns: Petition for the passage of 
the Sher~pnrd-Hobson amendment to tbe Coustitution fOT na
tional prohi!Jition, 180 numes. Colby; 150 names.. Bunker Ilill: 
21 nnmes. Seidon, all in the State of Kansas; t(} the Cumruittee 
on Rules. 

Ry 1\lr. DILLO~;. Petition of sundry •oters of Union County. 
S. Oak .• protesting agaiust national prohibition; to the · Com
mittee on Hules. 

By 1\Ir. DIXO~: P£>tition of 50 Civil War ,·eter:ms of Bar
tholomew County. 71 citizens of Providence, 150 of Mount Au
burn. and 15U of GIHde. all in the State of Indiana, favoring 
nati(lll:ll pronibition: to the Committee on Hnles. 

Also. petition of :.\Iiss Vida Newson, Mrs. H. E . .Arthnr, and 
others., of Columbus Br;mcb of Womau's Franchise l.R.ague of 
Indiana. fa ,·oring woman-suffrage legislation; to the Committee 
on the Jndkiary. 

By ~Ir. DO:\OHOE: Petitions of sundry citizens of Philadel
phia. Pa .• protesting against nutio.nal prphibition; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

By :l\lr. Dt:XX: Petitions of Fr~nl\ W. McHugh Co~ nnd Ten
tenia Liedertafel Sodety. both of Hocllester. X. Y., and Central 
FE><:! era tiou of Lu bor, of Colwes. X Y .~ protesting against na
tion prohibition; to the Committee on Itules. 

A tso. memorial of Women's Mi~:sionary Society, Third Pres
b;rterhm Church of Rocllester, :-\. Y •• t-ehrth·e to amendment 
prohibitin~ polrgamy in the Cnited States; to the Committee 
on tue Jndidary. 

Ry :\Ir. FHE..'\"CH: Petition of citiz:ens of Coonr d'Alene, Idaho . . 
protesting against national prohibition; lo the Committee on 
Hnles. · 

Ry ~Ir. GUERNSEY: Petitions of citizens of Dovar. Foxcroft. 
and Bangor. i\le.. favoring national vrohibition; to the Com
mittee on H.nles 

Ry i\Ir. HAWLEY: Petitions of G. A. Sea-..-ey and others of 
Sprin~field, Oreg., protesting ag'dinst national prohibition; to 
the Colllmittee ou Hules. 

By llr. i\IEHHITT: Petition of Fre<leric'k R. Griffiths. Snmuel 
Orr, Frank BH<:lms. W. [•'. Cllaffee. <_;. \V. i\1uir, l.<'loyd Pattet·
SOIL, T. X. i\1udill, 1'\nah Wnlk~l'. ChHrles E. Wbe<-~ter, J. B. 
Wheater. L. R. Uinn, Hnhert llen·ifield,' 0. L. Dickinson. Jam~s 
·weatberup, Newton Stone, Josepll Hoss. It n. Onushee, William 
Grah<lm, L. \V. s~llDlUD. L. ~. Stolle. c. E. ~underl:lDd, J. I... 
'Wood, T. Hntchiu.·on. John !\lcAllister, James l>;.~me, Henry 
Parkhill. E. ll. Ba~ley, John Cline, W. A. Burlingame. E. H. 
Dexter, G. H Simpson. C. B. Doty. It. S. i\Iurray. Hiel.J<trcl Kelly, 
Fred ~. Bockus. E. M. Spry. F. \V. l..aidhnv, E. D. Hanson, :Allen 
Bi 11, S. H. McCrea. ~nd V. L. Lyttle, all of Hen.·selaer FaiJs. 
K Y., favoring national prohiuition; to the Committee on 
Rules. · 

By !\Ir. J. I. NOLAN: Resolutions of the Internntionnf "Cnion 
of Journeymen Horseshoers of Alllel;ca, flrotel:'tiug against tbe 
pHgsage of the Hob:-;ou nation-wide proll!bition resolution; to 
the Cowmittee on Hules. · 

By Mr. SELLS: ~J~morial- of the Woman's Home l\Iissionary 
Society, First Methodist Episcopal Church, Johnson City, Tenn., 

protesting agninst the pr-actice of po.fygamy in. the United 
St<ltes: to the f'orumittee t>n the Jndicinry. 

By Mr. STEPHE.:\S of CaliforniH: Petitions of sundry citi
zens of Wilmington ·~mJ ~an PPflro. Cal., fa\·oring national pro
hibition: t6 the C'ommittee on 1tules. 

Ry :Ur TH.:\CHEU: MemorinJ of Quarterly Conference of 
l\Iethodist E]Jiseopal Church, !\l:~rstone l.\Iills. nnd Quarterly 
Conference O!' l\1ethodi~ ETliscopal Cbureh. Osterville .• lass., 
fu\·oring nationctl prohibition: to the Committ2e ou Hules. 

By .Mr. WILRO~ of ~ew 'fork: !\1emorial of citizens of :Xew 
York City, fa nn·ing Go\·erument o"~nership of tile coal mines 
in Colorado; to: the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 1, 1914. 

·( Legtslati?:e day of Monday. July 27, 1!11-'#.l 
The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m. on the expiratlon 

of the recess. 
AfESSAGE' li"ROM THE" BOUSE". 

A me~snge from the House of llepresentati•es. by J. C. South, 
its Chjef Clerk., announced that the HoWie bad pa&Sed the fol
lowing bills: 

S. 6H3. An act for the t•elief of Thomas G. Running; 
S. 1149. An act for U1e relief of Setb W<ltson; 
S. 1 .... 03. An act for the relief of B~jamin E. Jones; 
S. 3761. An ctct for tbe relief of :\lntthew Logan: 
S. 4023. An act for the relief of Waldo H. Coffnwn ~ 
S. 6US4. An act to grant the. consent o-f Congress for the 

county of Pulaski. Stn1e of ArkHnsas. to constTuet 11 bridg~ 
ucro,, the Arkansas ltiv-er between the eities of Little Uock 
ami Argent<t. Ark.; and 

S. 6101. An net to grant the consent of Congre~s for the city 
of Lawrence. county of E sex. State of llassachusetts, to ron
strnrt a bri~e ncross the :\1errimac River. · 

The me!'&age also nnnonnced that tile Horr~e hncl pnsserl the 
bill ( S. 23) for the relief of Clara Dougherty. Et'll£>St Knbel, 
:-~nd Josephine Taylor. owt:!ers of lot No. 13: of Ernest Knbel, 
owner of lot Xo. 41: and of :\Inry lieder. owner of the snnth 
17.10 feet front by the full depth thereof of lot No. 14. a if of 
snid property in !'QU<He So. i2-l. in W~:~shin;tton. D. C.. with 
regard to ns8e!'sment and pnyment for damup:es on account of 
<:bRD,I!e Of gr<lde due to the ('ODStruetion of {;nion ~tation. in 
::.aid District. witb ~mendruents,. in which it requested the con
rurr~ce of the Senate. 

The mess:1ge further :mnoun<.>ee that the nnu~ further in
sjsts upon its amendments to the bill (S. 4628) e~tenrting the 
period of pa~rnent nuder recLJmation projeets. :md for other 
purposes. dis<t~reed to by the ~ennte. n~rees to the <.>onfereu<'e 
~~ sked for by the Senate on the di&tgreeing t'Ote~ flf the two 
Houxe~ tbe.reou. and h;~d uppointell Mr. TA \"LOR of Colorado, 
l\Ir. RAKER, and :Mr. KINKArD of ~ebraska mal.hlgers at the 
c-onference on the P<l rt of the House. 

The messn~e ulso announced that the Hom::e batt pnssed the 
fnllm....-ing bills, in whicb it requested the concurrence of th\l 
Sennte: 

H. R. 85S. An act for the relief of Tbomas E. Philips; 
H. H. 2312. An act for the relif'f tlf H;.rthbun. Bt-ud.Jy & Co.: 
H. H. 2042. An net authorizing tbe Pre:;;i•lent tu reinstate Jo

seph Eliot Austin as an ensign in the l'nited 8ta tes' :\a "'Y; 
H. It. b'201. An act to authorize tbe ~~·eta ry of the Interior 

to issue a deed to the persons hereiuufter named for part of a 
lot in the District of Columbia: 

H. H.. (in30. A a act for the rei ief of 1\fich~et F. O'Hn re; 
H. R. 7TH. An net fo1· the relief of Etl"·ard A. Tlwmpson; 
H. H. 113!J4. An net for thE> relief of Josepb A. Powers; 
H. H. 11165. An act to perfect the titlE> to land belo.llging to the 

ll. Fm·ster Heal ERtHte Co., of ~t. Louis. Mo.; 
H.R.121mt An aet for the relief of Heuj)llui[ll A. Sanders; 
H. H. 1:~50. An act for the relief of tbe widow ami heirs at 

law of P:1t1·ick J. FitzJ::erald, deeensed; 
H. lt 13352. An net to allow credit in the accounts of Wyllys 

A. Hedges. special di~bnrsing ngPnt; 
H. R 13G91. An net for tlJe relief of Jobn P. Ehrmann; 
H. H. 13123. An act fm· the relief of Iticbnrd Hi~gles; 
H. H. 14711. An net for the relief of :\Iiles A. Hughes; 
H. R. l4B56. An net to t·eirubnr~ tbe- postmaster ut K~.:rg, Pa., 

for money t~nd stamps tHken by burglars; 
H. H. 16305. An net to reimburst> Henry Weaver, postmnster 

at Delmnr. Ala.., for money nnd stamps stole11 from s;~id post 
otlke a.t Delwar and 1·epaiU. by him to- the l:'ost Ottice Depart
merit; 
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